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JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 
Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center, Suite 2100 
Provo,Utah 84606 
Telephone: (801) 851-8026 
Fax: (801) 851-8051 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
THE STATE OF UTAH, (EX PARTE) 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
^ 1596 North Artesia Dr., St. George, Utah, 
235 South Puerto Dr. Ivins, Utah, 
*- 2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr., St. George, Utah, 
1.01 acre lot legally described as, Padre Canyon EST 5(1) 
Lot#3, in Ivins,. Utah, 
58 West 500 South, Mona, Utah, 
98 West 500 South, Mona, Utah, 
.53 acre lot located at 80 West 500 South, Mona, Utah, 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01760, 
2003 Jaguar, VIN #SAJEA03V431M65326, 
2008 Chevrolet, VIN #1GNFK16338R247677, 
2008 Mazda, VIN #JM1BK12F281793138, 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01970, 
2006 Infinity, VIN #JNKCV51E76M504048, 
2006 Ford F-150, VIN #1FTPW14V56KD07217, and 
Wells Fargo Bank Account #478119348, 
Defendants 
PETITION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER, INJUNC-
TION, PERFORMANCE BOND, OR 
OTHER ACTION TO PRESERVE 
THE AVAILABILITY OF PROPER-
TY NECESSARY TO SATISFY AN 
ANTICIPATED RESTITUTION 
ORDER, PURSUANT TO §77- 38a-
601, U.C.A. 1953 AS AMENDED 
CIVIL CASE NO. 0^6*1 D3L $ Q 
JUDGE / T o LO^rJ 
COMES NOW THE STATE OF UTAH, by and through Jeffrey R. Buhman, Utah County 
Attorney, and pursuant to §77- 38a-601, U.C.A. 1953 as Amended, submits this Ex-Parte Petition for 
Temporary Restraining Order, Injunction, Performance Bond, or Other Action to Preserve the 
Availability of Property Necessary to Satisfy an Anticipated Restitution Order, as follows: 
I. SUSPECTS OF INVESTIGATION & DEFENDANTS OF ANTICIPATED CRIMINAL CASE. 
LARRY 0. BOSH, DOB 05/21/1967, 2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr., St. George, Utah 84770; 
DAVID SHAWN BENSON, DOB 06/17/1963, 235 South Puerto Dr., Ivins, Utah 84738; 
MICHAEL SMITH, DOB 07/08/1965, Federal Penitentiary, Denver, Colorado; 
Ms. GALE ROBINSON, DOB 07/21/1947, 35525 Esplanade Ave., San Jacinto, CA 92582; and 
DAVID Q. POULSEN, DOB 12/16/1969, 683 South 40 East, Salem, Utah 84653. 
II. CRIMES BEING INVESTIGATED AGAINST ANTICIPATED DEFENDANTS. 
The criminal investigation of the anticipated defendants is focused on one of more of the 
following violation(s) of Utah Code, 1953 as amended: §76-6-405 (Theft by Deception); §76-10-1801 
(Communications Fraud); §76-10-1903 (Money Laundering); §61-1-1 (Securities Fraud); §61-1-7 (Sale 
of Unregistered Securities); §61-1-3 (Unlicensed Agent/broker); §76-6a-4 (Pyramid Scheme); and, §76-
6-1603 (Pattern of Unlawful Activity). 
IH KNOWN PARTIES OF INTEREST IN THE PROPERTIES. 
LARRY O. & JULIE BOSH, 2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr., St. George, Utah 84770. 
(The) BOSH FAMILY TRUST, Jerry & Evelyn Bosh, Trustees, 58 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 84645. 
DAVID SHAWN & HEIDI BENSON, 235 South Puerto Dr., Ivins, Utah 84738. 
THE HEIDI J. BENSON FAMILY TRUST, Trustee Unk., 235 South Puerto Dr., Ivins, Utah 84738. 
DAVID Q. & BROOKE POULSEN, 683 South 40 East, Salem, Utah 84653. 
CLARENCE DAVID BENSON, 45 Padre Canyon Drive, Ivins, Utah 84738. 
ETITLE INSURANCE AGENCY, 3269 South Main Street Suite 100, Salt Lake City, Utah 84115. 
Property 
1596 North Artesia Dr., St. George, Utah 
235 South Puerto Dr. Ivins, Utah 
2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr., St. George, Utah 
1.01 acre lot legally described as, Padre Canyon EST 
5(1) Lot#3, in Ivins, Utah 
58 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 
98 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 
.53 acre lot at 80 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01760 
2003 Jaguar, VIN #SAJEA03V431M65326 
2008 Chevrolet, VIN #1GNFK16338R247677 
2008 Mazda, VIN #JM1BK12F281793138 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01970 
2006 Infinity, VIN #JNKCV51E76M504048 
2006 Ford F-150, VIN #1FTPW14V56KD07217 
Wells Fargo Bank Account #478119348 
Known Party with Interest 
Clarence D. Benson 
The Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
The Heidi J. Benson Family Trust & 
ETitle Insurance Agency 
The Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
(The) Bosh Family Trust 
David Q. & Brooke Poulsen 
David Q. & Brooke Poulsen 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Shawn D. Benson (David S. Benson) 
David S. Benson & Heidi Benson 
Shawn D. Benson (David S. Benson) 
David S. Benson & Heidi Benson 
Larry O. Bosh 
IV. CAUSE OF ACTION 
1. Police officers for the State of Utah are currently investigating a multi-million dollar 
investment fraud case which has been perpetrated in Utah County, State of Utah, and in other parts of 
the State of Utah, by four principle suspects, Larry O. Bosh, David Shawn Benson, Michael Smith, and 
a Ms. Gale Robinson. (Defendants Bosh and Benson live outside of the Utah County but within the 
State of Utah, Mr. Michael Smith is currently imprisoned in the federal correctional facility located in 
Denver, Colorado, and, Gale Robinson resides in the State of California.) 
2. The fraudulent conduct was also participated in by other individuals which could be 
described as secondary-level suspects, or persons directly engaged in the fraudulent scheme but further 
down line in it from the four principle suspects. 
3. In this petition, Larry O. Bosh and David Shawn Benson are principle suspects in the 
case, with David Q. Poulsen being a secondary-level suspect. 
4. The fraud can be generally described as a ponzi investment scheme,, but with a pyramid-
type promotion kick-back component. This kick-back variation immediately pays to those who have 
previously invested in the scheme, a negotiated percentage of all investment funds received into the 
fraudulent scheme by their individual solicitations of funds from other unsuspecting investors, usually 
their friends, neighbors, and other personal or business associates, one or more of die investors not being 
accredited investors. 
5. There was no product, material, or other item associated with the exchange of funds in 
this fraudulent scheme, it was purely a money investment scheme with a promise of hefty returns and 
solicitation kick-backs. The investment solicitation "pitch" was based in the invested monies being used 
to fund a new on-line, short-term loan, operation by Ms. Gale Robinson's California based business 
named "Money and More." 
6. To date, the investigation shows that the value of funds received from defrauded 
investors ranges between 40 - 59 million dollars, with approximately 90 percent of the victims/investors 
residing in Utah County, and approximately an equal percentage of the total dollar amount obtained in 
the fraudulent scheme also coming from those Utah County victims/investors. 
7. None of the participants in the fraudulent scheme, whether principle or secondary-level 
suspects, were licensed to deal in the offer, sale, or promotion of securities. 
8. None of the securities offered for sale, or sold, in the fraudulent scheme were register 
with the Utah Division of Securities, nor qualified for any statutory exemption from registration. 
9. Larry O. Bosh and David Shawn Benson solicited investments and worked closely with 
secondary-level investors in Utah County, receiving their invested funds into the scheme, instructing 
them in setting up their own Limited Liability Companies, training them to assist others in setting up 
their own Limited Liability Companies, assisting them in soliciting others for investment funds, and 
receiving money from them as they received investment funds from investors further down-line in the 
scheme's structure. After investing his own funds into the fraudulent scheme, David Q. Poulsen, being a 
secondary-level suspect, did the same as Bosh and Benson with others investors down line from him, 
individuals which he personally brought into the fraudulent scheme. 
10. The vast majority of the funds derived from the unlawful scheme were either retained by 
three of the principle suspects, or sent further up-line to the fourth principle, Ms. Gale Robinson. Only a 
small portion of the funds were returned to the investors in the form of kick-back payments or 
dividend/interest payment on their investments while the fraudulent scheme was in full operation — this 
to keep the investors on-the-hook and happy. 
11. The matter came to light when a mid-level investor stopped receiving anticipated 
monthly dividend payments, and soon thereafter, reported the matter to authorities. This reporting 
investor invested $100,000.00 in the fraudulent scheme, and received only a few monthly dividend or 
interest payments before the fraudulent scheme collapsed. 
12. Investigation into the financial dealings of the defendants has brought into question the 
purchase, payment(s) towards purchase, or the pay off, of certain real and personal properties with funds 
received by them from the fraudulent scheme they were operating. There is clear evidence, from 
financial records, that funds from defrauded investors were used to either purchase, make payment(s) 
towards the purchase, or pay off, the following real and personal properties: 
Real Properties 
1596 North Artesia Dr., St. George, Utah, 
235 South Puerto Dr. Ivins, Utah, 
2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr., St. George, Utah, 
1.01 acre lot legally described as, Padre Canyon EST 5(1) Lot#3, in Ivins, Utah, 
58 West 500 South, Mona, Utah, 
98 West 500 South, Mona, Utah, and 
.53 acre lot located at 80 West 500 South, Mona, Utah; and 
Personal Properties 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01760, 
2003 Jaguar, VIN #SAJEA03V431M65326, 
2008 Chevrolet Suburban, VIN #1GNFK16338R247677, 
2008 Mazda, VIN #JM1BK12F281793138, 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01970, 
2006 Infinity, VIN #JNKCV51E76M504048, and 
2006 Ford F-150, VIN #1FTPW14V56KD07217. 
Total value of property sought for asset protection: $2,271,518.00. 
13. The investigation also revealed a bank account which is owned by Defendant Bosh, and 
was used extensively by him for the receipt and transfer of a large share of the defrauded funds which 
were retained by him for his part of the fraudulent scheme: Wells Fargo Bank, account #478119348. 
To plaintiffs knowledge, this bank account still has approximately ten thousand dollars remaining in it. 
14. Within the past two weeks one of the case's investigators has received credible and 
reliable information from one of the mid-level defrauded investors, who has personal knowledge of the 
dealings of defendant's Bosch and Benson,, that they are seeking to dispose of, or hide, properties which 
have been identified to the court in paragraph number 12, supra. Upon receipt of this information the 
officer verified, through investigation of public records maintained by the Washington County 
Recorder's Office, that over the course of the past year ownership of four of the properties identified 
have been transferred out of defendant Benson's name, and into a separate personal trust held his wife. 
15. In addition to that presented the court in paragraph 14, supra, the State is aware that 
defendant Bosh has been convicted previously of securities fraud (11/6/2000,. 4th District Court # 
001401021), and was ordered to pay approximately $800,000 in restitution to victims. He has made no 
effort to pay any restitution in the matter. 
16. That as a result of the information received, as presented to the court in paragraph 
number 14 and 15, supra, the State is of the reasonable belief that if the court does not take immediate 
measures pursuant to §77-38a-601, U.C.A. 1953 as amended, the property identified in paragraphs 
numbered 12 and 13, supra, will be sold, distributed, depleted, damaged, exhibited, destroyed, or 
removed from the jurisdiction of the court, or otherwise be made unavailable, (i.e. further efforts will be 
made by the defendants to hide it) to the State of Utah, and more specifically, the defrauded investors 
will suffer irreparable harm, being deprived certain opportunities for restitution. 
17. The criminal prosecutors assigned to work with the officers during their investigation, 
Ms. Mariane O'Bryant, and Mr. Curtis L. Larson, both Deputy Utah County Attorneys, have reviewed 
the facts and circumstance surrounding the fraudulent scheme and it is in their best judgment that there 
is a substantial likelihood that a conviction will be obtained and restitution will be ordered in the case. 
18. In filing this petition, the State of Utah is of the reasonable belief that there is probable 
cause to believe that one, or various, crimes as indicated in Section II, supra, have been, committed, that 
the suspects of the investigation and anticipated defendants in the criminal case committed the crime(s), 
that the court's failure to enter restraining orders, injunctions,, require performance bonds, or take other 
action it deems necessary and appropriate to preserve the availability of the property as being necessary 
to satisfy an anticipated restitution order, the property identified in this petition will be sold, distributed, 
exhibited, depleted, damaged, destroyed, or removed from the jurisdiction of the court., or otherwise be 
made unavailable, and that the need to preserve the availability of the property outweighs any hardship 
on any party against whom the order is to be entered. 
19. This petition is supported by affidavit from Sgt Richard Hales, Utah County Attorney's 
Office, Investigation Division (Exhibit #1), which affidavit/exhibit is incorporated by reference and 
attachment into this petition. 
// 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
Based upon the foregoing averments, the State of Utah, as represented by the Utah County 
Attorney and his office^  prays that this court issue temporary restraining orders, injunctions, require 
performance bonds, or take other action it deems necessary and appropriate to preserve the availability 
of the property identified in this petition as being necessary to satisfy an anticipated restitution order, 
and set a hearing date pursuant to provisions of §77-3 8a-601(2), U.C.A. 1953 as amended, within ten 
(10) days, and after hearing, convert the character of the temporary restraining orders, etc., to that of 
permanent orders, and enter further injunctions, require performance bonds, or take other action it 
deems necessary and appropriate to preserve the availability of the property as being necessary to satisfy 
an anticipated restitution order. 
r,?***3??. 
\pgR COUNTY ATTORNEY 
September 30,2009 
DEPUTY UTAH ODUNTY ATTORNEY 
CURTIS L. LARSON 
EXHIBIT B 
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.eiD 
Fourth judicial Distrlci Court 
of Utah County, State of Utah 
JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 
Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center, Suite 2100 
Provo,Utah 84606 
Telephone: (801) 851-8026 
Fax: (801) 851-8051 
* L JS51—Oepuiy 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
THE STATE OF UTAH, (EX PARTE) 
Plaintiff, 
1596 North Artesia Dr., St. George, Utah, 
235 South Puerto Dr. Ivins, Utah, 
2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr., St. 
George, Utah, 
1.01 acre lot legally described as, Padre 
Canyon EST 5(1) Lot#3, in 
Ivins, Utah, 
58 West 500 South, Mona, Utah, 
98 West 500 South, Mona, Utah, 
.53 acre lot located at 80 West 500 South, 
Mona, Utah, 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01760, 
2003 Jaguar, VIN #SAJEA03V431M65326, 
2008 Chevrolet, VIN 
#1GNFK16338R247677, 
2008 Mazda, VIN #JM1BK12F281793138, 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01970, 
2006 Infinity, VIN 
#JNKCV51E76M504048, 
2006 Ford F-150, VIN 
#1FTPW14V56KD07217, and 
Wells^ :afge-BaHfeAeG0UHt4478-l-t9348, 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 
CIVIL CASE NO. O30MM3Q 
JUDGE Hau&s-d. 
COMES NOW THE COURT AND HEREBY places a Temporary Restraining Order on 
following properties: 
Property 
1596 North Artesia Dr., St. George, Utah 
235 South Puerto Dr. Ivins, Utah 
2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr., St. George, Utah 
1.01 acre lot legally described as, Padre Canyon 
EST 5(1) Lot#3, in Ivins, Utah 
58 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 
98 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 
.53 acre lot at 80 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01760 
2003 Jaguar, VIN #SAJEA03V431M65326 
2008 Chevrolet, VIN #1GNFK16338R247677 
2008 Mazda, VIN #JM1BK12F281793138 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01970 
2006 Infinity, VIN #JNKCV51E76M504048 
2006 Ford F-150, VIN #1FTPW14V56KD07217 
Wells Fargo Bank Account #478119348 
Known Party with Interest 
Clarence D. Benson 
Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
Heidi J. Benson Family Trust and 
eTitle Insurance Agency, Tom Cook, Trustee 
Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
Bosh Family Trust 
David Q. & Brooke Poulsen 
David Q. & Brooke Poulsen 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Shawn D. Benson 
David S. Benson & Heidi Benson 
Shawn D. Benson 
David S. Benson & Heidi Benson 
Larry O. Bosh 
In order to insure the preservation of the above named property, the court further orders 
that the property be maintained in its current condition. To assure that no damage or alteration 
has been done to the property, the state may photograph the property in detail, including the 
interior spaces. The court also orders that the respondent not encumber the property in any 
manner. 
This order remains in effect for 10 days from this date, unless the court finds good cause 
to extend the order, or the respondent consents to an extension. 
The court will hold a hearing in this matter on the . day of October, 2009, at the 
hour of ^'.06 a**, which date is within 10 days. 
'"> A-dav of £*nJ' _, 2009. DATED this ?» Way of 
BY THE COURT: 
£>-, 
FOURTH DISTRIGTlfcQtoHUD&EA \ 
JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 
Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center, Suite 2100 
Provo, Utah 84606 
Phone: (801) 851-8026 
STATE OF UTAH, EX PARTE, : AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
AND REQUEST FOR 
PRESERVATION OF ASSESTS 
IN THE MATTER OF A Utah Code 77-38a-601(2) 
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION 
STATE OF UTAH ) 
: ss. 
COUNTY OF UTAH) 
I, Sgt. Richard C. Hales, being first duly sworn, depose and say: 
1. I, Richard C. Hales, am the affiant for this Affidavit in Support of and Request for 
Preservation of Assets. I am currently an investigator with the Utah County Attorney's Office. I 
have been a law enforcement officer for over 23 years and I have been investigating white collar 
or financial fraud crimes specifically for over 1 year. I have 13 years of investigative skills. I 
was a property crimes detective for 3 years. I was a narcotics detective and supervisor for 4 
years. I was a sex crimes detective and supervisor for 6 years. I was a patrol officer for 9 years 
all this time with Spanish Fork Police Department. The last year I have been with Utah County 
Attorney's Office Bureau of Investigations. I am a certified peace officer in the State of Utah. I 
have attended a number of financial crimes schools and seminars and I have been trained to 
identify crimes associated with fraud and other financially related crimes. I have been assigned 
primarily detective and investigated hundreds of crimes over the course of my career. 
2. On December 11, 2008, Robert Clark, a resident of Utah County, Utah, came to the 
office and met with Bureau Chief Jeff Robinson and me. Mr. Clark filed a complaint with our 
office for Securities Fraud. Mr. Clark brought David Q. Poulsen with him to the meeting. 
3. Mr. Clark explained that on or about March 11, 2008, he was contacted by David Q. 
Poulsen about an investment opportunity. Mr. Clark and Mr. Poulsen work together. Mr. 
Poulsen stated that he was indirectly involved with a company called Money & More and that he 
was personally investing money in this company. Mr. Poulsen explained that he had started a 
"
 rr;;ci/RT 
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company called Q & B Capital LLC and was receiving money through this company and sending 
it to Larry Bosh to be invested in Money & More. 
4. On or about March 14, 2008, Robert Clark gave David Poulsen a check for 
$100,000.00. The check was written to Q & B Capital LLC and a promissory note was issued to 
Mr. Clark. The details of the transaction was that Mr. Clark would receive 3% per month on his 
investment and at the end of 12 months Mr. Clark could have his money back or reinvest it with 
Money & More. Mr. Robert Clark is not an accredited investor. Mr. Clark took the investment 
money from his retirement account. 
5. In May of 2008, Mr. Clark received an interest check for $3,000.00, and he received 
checks for the same amount every month until November 2008. Mr. Clark has never received a 
check since then. Mr. Clark asked for his money back from Mr. Poulsen. The money was not 
returned and Mr. Poulsen advised his interest checks from Money & More had stopped at the 
same time. Mr. Clark demanded that Mr. Poulsen come to the Utah County Attorney and file a 
complaint with him. 
6. Mr. Clark stated that the money he gave David Poulsen to invest with Money & More 
was from his retirement account and savings for his children's college education accounts. 
7. On December 11, 2008, David Poulsen explained that he started Q & B Capital LLC 
on the side for extra income. Mr. Poulsen stated that he was giving the money he had solicited 
from investors to Mr. Larry Bosh of Mona, UT. Mr. Bosh is associated with Money & More and 
explained the investment was for operating capital that Money & More could loan out for short 
term loans. Mr. Poulsen stated that he has invested large amounts of his own money with Mr. 
Bosh with the promise of a 10% interest per month on his investment. Mr. Poulsen also stated 
that he had other investors give him money similar to Mr. Clark and he in turn invested their 
money with Mr. Bosh. Mr. Poulsen only offered 3% to 5% return to his personal investors. Mr. 
Poulsen would realize the difference between the lower interest and the 10% as personal profit. 
Mr. Poulsen has used two separate parcels of land in Juab County to fund and use for this 
securities violation. In reviewing David Poulsen's subpoenaed bank records David Poulsen was 
using funds from interest payments to pay the loan payments on the property. Furthermore, Mr. 
Poulsen was sometimes making double payments on the same property. The properties are 
located at 98 West 500 South Mona, Utah, Legal descriptions: Subdivision: WILLOWCREEK 
ESTATES PLAT C MAP NO. 303 Lot #5, (Exhibit #1) which is a personal residence and the 
other parcel, is located at 80 West 500 South in Mona, Utah, and Legal Description: 
WILLOWCREEK ESTATES PLAT C MAP NO 303 Lot #4. (Exhibit #2) 
8. On December 11, 2008,1 received information from David Poulsen that there was a 
meeting of investors from this area at Thanksgiving Point. The meeting was in response to the 
interest payments stopping and possible remedies for everyone's problem with Money & More. 
I arrived at Thanksgiving Point and sat in on the open meeting. During the meeting I learned 
that there are an abundance of people out a lot of money. I learned that as a group they had 
invested $59 million dollars with Money & More. The $59 million was directly deposited into 
Money & More's bank account located at Guaranty National Bank, located in Hemet, Riverside 
County, California. The main principal is the CEO of Money & More. Her name is Gale 
Robinson. 
9. During this meeting I learned that Money & More is engaged in the business of 
deferred deposit loan transactions, (i.e., the making of short-term payday loans and advances) It 
is believed that Money & More is licensed and holds permits in the State of California. Their 
primary loan office is located in or about Hemet, California. 
10. At this meeting I learned that a civil complaint was filed in Federal Court in Salt Lake 
City, Utah against Money & More and its associates. This includes individuals named Gale 
Robinson, CEO of Money & More. The associates include Larry Bosh, Shawn Benson and Mike 
Smith of Evolution Development in the State of Utah. 
11. On December 17, 2008,1 spoke with agents from the Utah Division of Securities. I 
learned that Larry Bosh is a convicted felon in the State of Utah for Securities Fraud. I learned 
that the Division opened a case involving Larry Bosh and Money & More earlier in 2008. The 
Division of Securities secured some bank records through subpoena involving Bosh. I received a 
copy of those bank records and learned that Mr. Bosh was involved in a company called 
Evolution Development. There are two other primary agents of Evolution Development. These 
individuals are identified as Mike Smith and Shawn Benson. The Division of Securities closed 
the case because the victim refused to cooperate. 
13. On December 17, 2008, I obtained a copy of the complaint from Federal Court in 
Salt Lake City. The Federal Court complaint was filed based on sworn statements issued by 
individual investors in Money & More. I learned that Mike J. Smith is currently in Federal 
custody in Colorado serving time for Federal Tax and Fraud violations. This is confirmed by 
court records and said violations are unrelated to Money & More. 
14. The Federal Court complaint states that in May and June 2007, Money & More 
started a new branch or arm. This newly created arm was an investment arm that was solely 
managed by Evolution Development (i.e., Larry Bosh, Mike Smith and Shawn Benson). Their 
purpose was to acquire investment monies to fund the newly expanding business of Money & 
More. It is believed that Evolution acquired exclusive appointments through contract from 
Money & More. These appointments were believed to be acted on by Evolution (i.e., Bosh). In 
June of 2007, Evolution acted as the manager and/or agent for the investment arm of Money and 
More's business on a continual basis until October 2008. As the manager aoid/or agent, 
Evolution assisted in raising all or nearly all of the investment capital for Money & More during 
the period of June 2007 to October 2008. It is believed that this capital totaled $59 million 
dollars. 
15. The Federal Court complaint states that Evolution Development with Money & 
More's knowledge continued to solicit investment funds from private investors. Evolution raised 
all investment funds through the offering of investment contract securities in the form of oral 
contracts as well as certain written contracts, titled Factor Agreements, which were separately 
entered into by and between Money & More and each investor. These documents contain almost 
identical or virtually identical terms and provisions, excluding the Investor's investment amount, 
which differs with each agreement. 
16. Based on information provided by the Utah State Division of Securities, there is 
probable cause to believe that: these investments are securities by statute; none of these 
securities are registered as required by law; and Evolution, Bosh, Benson, and Smith are not 
registered agents to sell securities. Furthermore, Gale Robinson, CEO of Money & More is not 
a registered agent to sell or solicit securities. Additionally, Money & More is not registered with 
the State of Utah as a business or to solicit investment capital in the State of Utah. 
17. Evolution, Larry Bosh, Shawn Benson and Michael Smith, along with Money & 
More and their principals, i.e., Gale Robinson, guaranteed extraordinary annual returns in the 
form of monthly "fee" payments (i.e., interest payments) of 10% monthly or 120% annually. 
The "fee" payments were based on the principal amounts invested by each individual investor to 
Money & More. 
18. Evolution, Money & More and their respective principals promised to make these 
monthly fee payments. On or about October 2008, Investors did not receive their scheduled 
monthly fee payments from Money & More because the money was gone. None of the Investors 
have received a Fee Payment since. 
19. On March 18, 2009,1 met with Phillip J. Bushman at the Utah County Attorney's 
office located in Provo, Utah. Phillip J. Bushman was the bookkeeper for Larry Bosh, Shawn 
Benson and Michael J. Smith from June 2007 to February 2009. Mr. Bushman came to this 
office voluntarily. Mr. Bushman created a document relating to the financial status of Money & 
More in June 2008. The document was titled, "Report of Money & More Audit." This document 
was based on information provided by Money & More through Larry Bosh. The information 
provided was balance sheets of Money & More from January, February, and March 2008. 
Phillip J. Bushman advised me that initially he felt the information was correct. Mr. Bushman 
stated that as time went on he realized that the information provided by Money & More was 
fabricated and inflated. Mr. Bushman stated that Larry Bosh sent the document out via email. 
20. Phillip J. Bushman stated that another purpose of this document was to show other 
prominent investors that Money & More was a great opportunity and a successful business. 
Records provided by Mr. Bushman indicate prominent investors and their respective group of 
investors placed millions of dollars in Money & More. 
21. Phillip J. Bushman advised me of several homes in the St. George, Utah area that 
were purchased by Shawn Benson and Larry Bosh. One of the homes was used as an office for 
the companies that Benson, Bosh and Smith owned and used to collect investment iunds. This 
home was the collection point for documents relating to their collection of investment funds. 
This home is used as their office and called "Artesia." This home is located at 1596 North 
Artesia Dr. St. George, Utah. This home is not the primary residence for any person or family. 
22. Under investigative subpoena, Phillip J. Bushman further verified with business 
records of Evolution Development and SHB Enterprises that Larry Bosh purchased or paid off a 
home located in Mona, Utah (817 South 200 West Mona, Utah) and purchased or paid off a 
home for his parents (Jerry A. & Evelyn H. Bosh) in Mona, Utah. The legal description is 
Subdivision: WILLOWCREEK ESTATES PLAT C MAP NO 303 Lot #3 (Exhibit #3) (58 West 
500 South). These homes were purchased with investor capital from the Money & More capital 
solicitation. 
23. On September 8, 2009, I learned that Larry Bosh sold his home at 817 South 200 
West in Mona, Utah. The deed of trust was filed with Juab County on August 31,2009. 
24. Phillip J. Bushman provided information and verified through business records of 
Evolution Development and SHB Enterprises that Shawn Benson purchased three homes and at 
least one vacant lot next to his personal home in the St. George, Utah area. The property is 
recorded in the name of "Heidi J. Benson Family Trust." These homes and property are located 
in Washington County at the listed addresses: 
(1) 1596 North Artesia Dr. St. George, Utah called "Artesia" Legal description: 
Subdivision: AUGUSTUS POINT(SG) Lot #5 (Exhibit #4) 
(2) 235 South Puerto Dr. Ivins, Utah "Ivins" ($51,176.00 payments) (2nd Mortgage payoff 
$80,000.00) (Landscaping and extras $357,945.00) Legal description: Subdivision: 
PADRE CANYON EST 5 (I) Lot #4 (Exhibit #5) 
(3) 2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr. St. George, Utah "Castle Rock" ($160,000 in 
Payments) Legal description: Subdivision: CASTLE ROCK 1 (SG) Lot # 40 (Exhibit 
#6) 
(4) 235 South Puerto Dr. Ivins, Utah 1 Acre lot in Padre Canyon subdivision. "Lot" 
($210,000) Legal description: Subdivision: PADRE CANYON EST 5(1) Lot #3 1.01 
acre. (Exhibit #7) 
25. Evolution Development and SHB Enterprise business records provided by Phillip J. 
Bushman under subpoena show that Larry Bosh and Shawn Benson purchased several 
automobiles with investor capital. Mr. Bosh bought a 2009 Jaguar VIN# 
SAJWA07C291R01760 (Utah plate SUPRJAG) for $67,048.41, (Exhibit #8) and paid off a 
2003 Jaguar VIN# SAJEA03V431M65326 (Utah plate A595NH) for $34,410.22. (Exhibit 
#9)Through the investigation I learned that Mr. Bosh purchased a 2008 Chevrolet Suburban for 
an unknown amount, VIN# 1GNFK16338R247667 (Utah Plate Z431BL). (Exhibit #10) I have 
photographs of these vehicles and the aforementioned real estate listed in this affidavit. 
26. Business records provided by Phillip J. Bushman under subpoena further show that 
Shawn Benson has purchased several vehicles with investor capital. Mr. Benson purchased a 
2008 Mazda VIN# JM1BK12F281793138 (Utah plate Z654DR) for $13,340.00. (Exhibit #11) 
He purchased a 2009 Jaguar VIN # SAJWA07C291R01970 (Utah plate FASTKAT) for 
$75,648.00. (Exhibit #12) There was a payoff of a 2006 Infinity VIN# JNKCV51E76M504048 
(Utah plate 526PGU) for $28,700.00, (Exhibit #13) and a payoff/purchase of a 2006 Ford F-150 
VIN# 1FTPW14V56KD07217 (Utah plate A714MM) for $25,399.00. (Exhibit #14) 
27. On March 30, 20091 received a business document called Evolution/SHB In and Out 
Sheet created by Phillip J. Bushman for Larry Bosh and Shawn Benson. It stated that 
$135,090.00 was paid toward "Castle Rock" from the business account as an "office building 
expense." This home is currently being lived in by Larry Bosh and his family. 
28. On September 3, 2009,1 learned that Michael Smith's home in Juab County, Utah 
was sold due to bank foreclosure. 
29. Larry Bosh was convicted in the 4th District Court State of Utah for Securities Fraud. 
This conviction was based on a guilty plea entered by Mr. Bosh on April 3, 2000. On May 21, 
2001, the 4th District Court ordered that Mr. Bosh to pay his share of an $863,157.00. As of 
September 8, 2009, Mr. Bosh has not paid any restitution other than a token Utah State Income 
Tax garnishment. Mr. Bosh has a proven record that he is not willing to pay restitution ordered 
from the Court. Furthermore, I learned through the investigation and business records that Larry 
Bosh paid his legal fees for Bankruptcy protection with investor money. 
30. On September 16, 2009,1 learned from Wells Fargo Bank, fraud investigations, that 
Larry Bosh currently has $11,000.00 in cash in a bank account 478119348 located at Wells 
Fargo Bank. I learned during the investigation of this case that Larry Bosh has had no less than 
13 different types of accounts at Wells Fargo Bank either in his name or as a signor on the 
account. 
31. The court, prior to the filing of a criminal information charging a violation, upon petition, 
may enter a restraining order and require the execution of a satisfactory performance bond to 
preserve the availability of property for to satisfy an anticipated restitution order. This 
performance bond should be the value of the property being asked to preserve. The value of the 
above-listed property is determined by County Records of real estate, and Kelly's Blue Book 
retail value of the listed vehicles. This property is valued as follows: 
(a) Bosh Vehicles: $96, 335.00 
(b) Bosh Property: $229,045.00 
(c) Benson Vehicles: $106,649.00 
(d) Benson Property: $1,458,074.00 
(e) Poulsen Property: $381,415.00 
Larry Bosh Total: $325,380.00 
Shawn Benson Total: $1,564,723.00 
David Q. Poulsen Total: $381,415.00 
Grand Total: $2,271,518.00 
32. There are five individuals named within this affidavit that are defined as suspects. 
Therefore they are listed as such: 
David Q. Poulsen Larry O. Bosh 
683 South 40 East 2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr 
Salem, Utah 84653 St. George, Utah 84770 
D. Shawn Benson Michael Smith 
235 South Puerto Federal Prison 
Ivins, Utah 84738 Denver, Colorado 
Gale Robinson 
35525 Esplanade Ave 
San Jacinto, CA 92582 
33. I assert, by way of this affidavit, that there is probable cause to believe that Larry 
Bosh, Shawn Benson, Michael Smith and David Q. Poulsen have committed the crime of 
Securities Fraud, Unlicensed Dealer of Securities and Communications Fraud. It is also believed 
that there is a high likelihood that these listed individuals will be ordered to pay restitution in this 
case. 
34. Based on the foregoing, it is believed there is a need to preserve the availability of 
the personal property and cash in bank accounts of Larry Bosh, Shawn Benson and David 
Poulsen along with the home located at 58 West 500 South, Mona, Utah, being lived in by Jerry 
and Evelyn Bosh, and prevent any further sale, distribution, exhibition, destruction or removal of 
their personal property. It is believed that the requested order and preservation of assets 
outweigh the hardship of anyone associated with this order. 
DATED this %0 day of SefT ., 2009. 
RICHARD C. HALES 
SUBSCRIBED and sworn to before me this day of ct£j^^vu3&£_---r, 2009 
TERRI LAWRENCE 
NOTARY PUBUC'STATEOF t j m 
COMMISSION* 577588 
COMM. EXP. 02-11-2013 
NOTA^ f /fr 
/ 
EXHIBIT C 
JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 
Utah County Attorney 
CURTIS L. LARSON #6598 
Deputy Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center, Suite 2100 
Provo,Utah 84606 
Telephone: (801) 851-8026 
Fax: (801) 851-8051 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
THE STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
LARRY O. BOSH 
2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr. 
St. George, Utah 84770 
DOB: 05/21/1967 
D.SHAWN BENSON 
235 South Puerto Dr. 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
DOB: 06/17/1963 
DAVID Q. POULSEN 
683 South 40 East 
Salem, Utah 84653 
DOB: 12/16/1969 
Defendants 
RESTRAINING ORDER AND 
INJUNCTION PURSUANT TO 
§77- 38a-601, U.C.A. 1953 AS 
AMENDED 
CIVIL CASE NO. 090403630 
JUDGE FRED D. HOWARD 
S^/^r 
2001 W 25 A <* 08 
GREETINGS TO: Larry O. and Julie Bosh 
THIS MATTER CAME BEFORE THE COURT on October 14,2009 for hearing on a 
Temporary Restraining Order issued on September 30,2009, by Hon. David N. Mortensen, which was 
issued upon his review of an exparte petition the State of Utah presented him, pursuant to §77- 38a-601, 
U.C.A. 1953 as Amended, for the Court to enter a Temporary Restraining Order, Injunction, 
Performance Bond, or Other Action to Preserve the Availability of Property Necessary to Satisfy an 
Anticipated Restitution Order, against the defendant's properties. 
FINDINGS 
The Court, after hearing on October 14,2009, found the following: (1) that you were 
appropriately served with the Temporary Restraining Order, which included the date for hearing 
thereon; (2) that you were represented at the hearing by legal counsel; (3) that you are parties of interest 
in the real or personal properties identified as: 2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01760; 2003 Jaguar, 
VIN #SAJEA03V431M65326; 2008 Chevrolet, VIN #1GNFK16338R247677; Wells Fargo Bank 
Account #478119348; and (4) that based upon the information presented at the hearing, and in the 
State's petition, there is probable cause to believe that one, or various, criminal offenses have been 
committed, that defendant, Larry O. Bosh, committed those criminal offenses, that the court's failure to 
enter restraining orders, injunctions, require performance bonds, or take other action it deems necessary 
and appropriate to preserve the availability of the property as being necessary to satisfy an anticipated 
restitution order, the property identified in this petition will be sold, distributed, exhibited, depleted, 
damaged, destroyed, or removed from the jurisdiction of the court, or otherwise be made unavailable, 
and that the need to preserve the availability of the property outweighs any hardship on any party 
against whom the order is to be entered. 
ORDER 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOING, and the Court being fully apprised on the premises, hereby 
enters the following: 
BE IT HEREBY ORDERED AND DECREED: 
1. That the State's petition for the Court to enter a Restraining Order, Injunction, Require a 
Performance Bond, or take Other Action to Preserve the Availability of Property Necessary to Satisfy an 
Anticipated Restitution Order, Pursuant to §77- 38a-601, U.C.A. 1953 as Amended, against the 
defendant, Larry O. Bosh, in real or personal properties identified as 2009 Jaguar, VIN 
#SAJWA07C291R01760; 2003 Jaguar, VIN #SAJEA03V431M65326; 2008 Chevrolet, VIN 
#1GNFK16338R247677; and Wells Fargo Bank Account #478119348 is GRANTED; and, 
2. That Larry O. and Julie Bosh, are hereby restrained and enjoined from selling, 
distributing, exhibiting, depleting, damaging, destroying, financially encumbering, transferring 
ownership between themselves or other individuals or entities, or removing from the jurisdiction of the 
court, or otherwise making unavailable, the real or personal properties identified as 2009 Jaguar, VIN 
#SAJWA07C291R01760; 2003 Jaguar, VIN #SAJEA03V431M65326; 2008 Chevrolet, VIN 
#1GNFK16338R247677; and Wells Fargo Bank Account #478119348. 
ENTERED AND ORDERED this j / day of £&£** , , 2009. 
BY THE COURT 
HON. rr^iy u. nv v v ^ i u ^ y * • ^ - % y 
JUDGE FOURTH D I S T R I C ' ^ t J R T ^ ^ 
EXHIBIT D 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
This Settlement Agreement (this "Agreement") is entered into to be effective for all 
purposes as of the 30th day of January 2010 (the "Effective Date") by and among Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company (the "Company"), on the one hand, and Larry 
Bosh ("Larry"), Julie Bosh ("Mrs. Bosh"), Jerry Bosh ("Dad Bosh"), Evelyn Bosh ("Mom 
Bosh"), Shawn Benson ("Shawn"), Heidi Benson ("Mrs. Benson"), Bosh Family Trust (the 
"Bosh Trust), the Heidi J. Benson Family Trust (the "Benson Trust'), Clarence David Benson 
^'Clarence") and with respect to paragraph 6 below, the other undersigned entities (collectively, 
the "Settling Parties"), on the other hand. 
RECITALS: 
A. The Company is involved in litigation with some of the Settling Parties; 
B. Some of the Settling Parties are being investigated by the Utah County Attorney, 
and the assets set forth on Schedule 1 (the "Assets")) which are collectively owned by the 
Settling Parties, were frozen by Judge Fred Howard of the Fourth District Court on October , 
2009, as evidenced by a copy of his order (the "Order"), attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
C. The parties hereto desire to settle their civil disputes, in accordance with the terms 
and conditions herein; and 
D. The Company also desires to enter into this Agreement and avoid protracted 
litigation with any of the Settling Parties and resolve the disputes contemplated hereby. 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and covenants described herein, 
the sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged by the parties hereto, it is hereby agreed to as 
follows: 
1. Agreement Subject to the Order: Transfers/Conveyances Effective When 
Approved, It is hereby agreed that the Assets, and transfers contemplated hereby, are currently 
subject to the terms and conditions of the Order and that no actions contemplated hereby which 
would violate the Order will be taken or be valid if taken by the parties hereto. In other words, 
any transfers/conveyances described herein shall not be fully executed until proper authorization 
has been obtained from the appropriate court(s). This Agreement shall be interpreted in such a 
way as to avoid violation of the Order in accordance with the conditions set forth herein. If the 
applicable courts reject the Company's motion to lift the Order, then the Company shall release 
the Assets described herein to the Settling Parties. 
2. Documentation. This Agreement shall be evidenced and supplemented by the 
following documents, all of even date herewith between the parties hereto: (i) a Warranty Deed 
for the transfer of Dad Bosh's personal residence (the "Bosh Home") (subject to the below 
provisions which allows a period of time to try to take equity out of the home), substantially in 
the form attached hereto as Exhibit B: (Hi) a Warranty Deed for the transfer of Shawn's vacant 
residential lot adjacent to his personal residence, substantially in the form attached hereto as 
Exhibit C: (iv) aUCC-1, perfecting a first position lien in all assets of the Settling Parties not set 
forth on Schedule 1, substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit D; (v) a General 
Assignment of Interest, substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit E, and (vi) all title 
transfer documents necessary for the transfer of all of the vehicles set forth on Schedule K and 
(vii) any other documents now or hereafter required by the Company and executed by the 
Settling Parties. 
3. Transfer of all Assets. The Settling Parties, simultaneous with the execution 
hereof, shall transfer foil and complete ownership in the Assets by whatever means the Company 
deems necessary (including the execution of the documents set forth above). Subject to the 
terms of Section 1 of this Agreement, the contemplated transfers shall be deemed completed 
upon delivery of the original executed Transfer Documents to the Company, 
4. Warranty Deed; Escrow: the Bosh Home. Simultaneously with the execution 
hereof, Dad Bosh and Mom Bosh shall sign and deliver a folly executed and notarized Warranty 
Deed to transfer ownership in the Bosh Home to the Company. However, notwithstanding the 
preceding sentence and Section 2 above, the Company shall hold such Warranty Deed and not 
record the same, but instead, allow the Settling Parties 60 days from the Effective Date to secure 
$120,000.00 from whatever source it is able and transfer those funds, within the same period of 
time, to the Company. In addition to the fonds, Larry agrees to execute a promissory note, 
substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit F» in the amount of $10,000, for a term of 
one year, at an interest rate of six percent (6%), with a balloon payment being made 365 days 
from the Effective Date. If the Settling Parties are not able to come up with the $120,000.00 
within 60 days of the Effective Date, then the Company shall be entitled to record the Warranty 
Deed, become the new owner of the Bosh Home and have the power and authority to sell the 
Bosh Home. In the event that this occurs—the transfer of the Bosh Home to the Company—the 
Company may have the discretion to allow Dad Bosh and Mom Bosh to stay in the Bosh Home 
until the Bosh Home is sold, provided however, that the same are cooperative with the real estate 
agents and any other agents of the Company. The Company shall have the ability to do its own 
appraisal on the Bosh Home. Also, the Company may require the Settling Parties to use the 
Company's own preferred mortgage brokers. 
5. Mutual Release of Claims. The Company and its individual members shall hold 
the Settling Parties harmless and forever release the same from all currently known claims, suits 
or disputes, including without limitation, that certain pending litigation matter in the United 
States Disfrict Court, District of Utah, Likewise, to the extent that the Settling Parties have any 
known or unknown claims, disputes, or causes of actions against (i) the Company, (ii) any of its 
members, (iii) Stucki Steele Pia Anderson & Rencher, or (iv) any of the employees, partners, 
subsidiaries or other related affiliates of the aforementioned, the Settling Parties hereby and 
irrevocably release and forever waive all such claims against the same. The Company's release 
of claims herein shall only become effective upon satisfaction of the terms of Section 1 of this 
Agreement. 
6. Assignment of all Security Interests; Accounts Receivable. Settling Parties agree, 
to the extent they have an interest, and hereby assign all security interests in any assets of Money 
& More, Inc., a Nevada corporation, including without limitation, any security interests in any 
accounts receivable. 
7. Cooperation bv Company. The Company and its members shall in good faith 
cooperate with the Settling Parties and any governmental agency conducting any criminal 
investigation against the Settling Parties and shall do so in a manner that does not unduly 
prejudice the Settling Parties. 
8. Conditions Precedent. As conditions precedent to the effect and validity of this 
Agreement, the Settling Parties must cause all of the following to occur: 
i. a full and complete transfer of all of the Assets, as more fully described 
above. If the Assets are not fully released to the Company, this Agreement shall be null and void 
upon the Company's written notice to the Settling Parties; 
ii. all representations and warranties of the Settling Parties contained herein 
shall be true in all respects on and as of the Effective Date; 
iii. the Settling Parties shall have performed and complied with all 
agreements, obligations and conditions contained herein; and 
iv. the Settling Parties shall cooperate with the Company in getting court 
approval of this Agreement from the applicable court, including without limitation, executing a 
stipulation if necessary. 
9. Representations and Warranties of the Settling Parties. The Settling Parties 
hereby represent and warrant that: 
i. the Assets listed on Schedule 1 currently represent all known assets, real 
or personal, tangible or intangible, wherever located, of the Settling Parties; 
ii. No other material cash accounts or assets not listed on Schedule 1 ("After 
Discovered Assets"), are being held for the benefit of any of the Settling Parties by third-party, 
nominee, trust, entity, corporation, company, business, foreign entity/trust, or anything similar 
thereto; 
iii. The definition of After Discovered Assets shall not include assets 
purchased after April 15, 2010, however, this date shall not apply to Dad Bosh, Mom Bosh and 
Clarence David Benson, unless they have been holding assets for the benefit of the other Settling 
Parties; 
iv. the Settling Parties further agree that if After Discovered Assets are 
identified, that the Settling Parties shall be subject to an additional penalty in the amount of 
$1,000,000 (which is approximately 10% of the amounts that were received by the Settling 
Parties from Money & More, Inc.). In the alternative, the Company may, instead of receiving 
the $1,000,000 cash, pursue its claims against the Settling Parties. 
10. Additional Parties. The Parties hereby agree that additional parties, who were 
involved to some extent with any of the Settling Parties and/or Money & More, Inc., may join 
the settlement contemplated hereby, including without limitation, Robert Clark, who Settling 
Parties believed filed an initial complaint with the Utah County Attorney. 
11. Authority. Each of the parties hereto warrants and represents that it has the power 
and authority to consummate the actions contemplated hereby, including the consummation of 
the instruments, documents, and agreements to be executed by each of the parties in connection 
herewith, and further warrant and represent, when such items are delivered, each such item will 
be duly authorized, executed, and delivered as valid, binding and enforceable obligations of said 
parties, their successors, officers, managers, agents, employees, and assignees. 
12. Applicable Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of 
Utah without respect to its conflicts of law principles. 
13. Further Assurances. Each party hereto agrees to take any other action reasonably 
necessary to effect the transaction contemplated by this Agreement, includmg facilitating any 
governmental filings, recordings, or obtaining any authorizations or approvals. 
14. Counterparts: Facsimiles. This Agreement may be executed in one or more 
counterparts or by facsimile, each of which taken together shall constitute the same instrument. 
15. Headings. The headings in this Agreement are for ready reference only and shall 
not be used to limit or expand the terms of this Agreement. 
16. Attorneys Fees. The prevailing party to any action, brought to enforce the terms 
of this Agreement shall be entitled to recover against the other Party the costs, expenses and 
attorney's fees incurred hi such action. 
17. Invalid Provisions. If a court of competent jurisdiction shall find any provision of 
this Agreement unenforceable under Utah law, such provision shall be stricken and the 
remainder of the Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. 
18. Assistance of Legal Counsel. The Settling Parties hereby represent, acknowledge 
and declare that they have had the opportunity to retain legal counsel to review and advise the 
same as to the contents of this Agreement. The Settling Parties also hereby declare that they 
have read and fully understand the terms and conditions of this Agreement. 
[Remainder of page left blank intentionally; signatures follow on next page.] 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Agreement is executed effective as of the date first set 
forth above. 
MONEY & MORE INVESTORS, LLC 
Name: ^ \$ie I* £- /W-*-*^/ 
Title: AN^fuo^W>^ 
L^rry Bosif, an individual 
Mie Bosh, an individual 
Jerry Bosli, an individual 
//Evelyxv6osh, an individual 
za 
D. Shawn Benson, an individual 
^fa^JSL^ ^ S/?1^>**-
4>Ck $ )&M)lfr*-~* 
Heidi Benson, anindividual 
s DaVid Benson, an individual 
BOSH FAMILY TRUST 
By: ydZLof ft 
Title: yjSL&vei. 
HEIDI J. BENSON FAMILY TRUST 
B Y < ^ L A . U - . $PAIAX>—• 
N ^ 
Title: "TinJS-fc.e, 
AND AS TO PARAGRAPH 6 ABOVE: 
DOG VALLEY TRADING, LLC 
By: X/*7 ; 
N&fie: U**/ &*>l 
Title: ftt&Afi&c 
EVOLUTION DEVELOPMENTS, LLC 
Title: lAi^t^ 
EVDEV CONSULING, LLC 
Title: I/IA>\JM£JZ£, 
SHB ENTERPRISES, LLC 
By: L^yy7L^i''u^ (^J^^t^/^—. 
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Joseph G. Pia (9945) 
Derek E. Anderson (9736) 
Nathan S. Dorius (8977) 
STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON & RENCHER 
299 South Main Street 
Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Telephone: (801)961-1300 
Attorneys for Money & More Investors, LLC 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LARRY O. BOSH, 
Defendant. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
TERMINATION OF 
RESTRAINING ORDER AND 
INJUNCTION TO PERMIT 
TRANSFER OF ASSETS, 
LIQUIDATION, AND 
IMMEDIATE DISBURSEMENT 
OF PROCEEDS TO VICTIMS 
Case No. 090403630 
Judge Howard 
The law firm of Stucki Steele Pia Anderson & Rencher ("Movant's Counsel"), for and in 
behalf of those victims more particularly described on Exhibit "A" to the accompanying Motion 
for Partial Termination of Restraining Order and Injunction (the "Motion"), each of whom is a 
member of Money & More Investors, LLC (the "Movant"), hereby files this memorandum in 
support of the Motion. 
1 
INTRODUCTION 
From at least June 2007 through the present, Money & More, Inc. ("M&M"), Evolution 
Developments, LLC ("Evolution"), Gale Robinson ("Robinson"), Larry Bosh ("Bosh"), Shawn 
Benson ("Benson" together with Bosh the "Stipulating Parties"), and Michael J. Smith ("Smith") 
(collectively "Defendants") have raised at least $59 million from more than 51 separate entities 
comprising Movant and other investors (collectively, the "Investors"), including an amount in 
excess of $47 million from the members of Movant alone, in an egregious, on-gomg Ponzi 
scheme.1 
Defendants have defrauded Investors through the unregistered, fraudulent offer and sale 
of a bogus investment opportunity in M&M, which operates a deferred deposit loan transaction 
business in Hemet, California providing short-term payday loans and advances. Defendants 
represented to the Investors that their investment monies would be used solely and exclusively to 
fund new payday loans taken out by M&M's customers. Defendants further represented that in 
exchange for providing their investment capital, the Investors would be paid, on a monthly basis, 
a portion of the profits earned by M&M from the payday loans funded using the Investors' 
investment monies at a rate equal to ten percent (10%) of each Investor's total investment 
contribution (the "Fee Payments"). 
1
 A Ponzi scheme is a financial fraud that induces investment by promising extremely high, risk-free returns, usually 
in a short time period, from an allegedly legitimate business venture. "The fraud consists of tunneling proceeds 
received from new investors to previous investors in the guise of profits from the alleged business venture, thereby 
cultivating an illusion that a legitimate profit-making business opportunity exists and inducing further investment." 
In re United Energy Corp., 944 F.2d 589, 590 n.l (9th Cir. 1991). See generally Cunningham v. Brown, 265 U.S. 1, 
7-9 (1924) (detailing the remarkable criminal financial career of Charles Ponzi). 
2 
To induce Investors to make an investment in M&M, Defendants represented that 
M&M's financial status was strong and stable, claiming that investments in M&M were earning 
returns of at least 10% to 14% per month from the extraordinary amount of profits that M&M 
earned each month from the Investor-funded payday loans. Defendants also provided certain 
financial records of M&M to Investors that Defendants represented were both accurate and 
provided unequivocal support to their claims regarding M&M's financial strength. 
Defendants' representations that M&M was earning an extraordinary amount of profits 
from its payday loan business were absolutely false. Likewise, Defendants' claim that 
investments in M&M were earning monthly returns of at least 10% to 14% were also untrue. 
Instead, beginning in January 2008, at the latest, and continuing each month thereafter, while 
Defendants touted M&M's financial strength in order to raise more than $47 million from 
Investors, M&M was incurring losses that ranged from approximately $2.7 million to in excess 
of $11.7 million per month. In addition, Defendants extensively manipulated and falsified the 
information and data contained in the financial records of M&M which Defendants provided to 
Investors as support to Defendants' claims that M&M's financial condition was exceptional, in 
order to conceal M&M's massive monthly losses from its payday loan business's operations. 
Furthermore, contrary to their representations and promises, Defendants failed to use the 
investment funds obtained through their scheme from Investors exclusively to fund customer 
payday loans. Instead, the Investors' investment funds were commingled into one or two bank 
accounts belonging to M&M and then pervasively misused by Defendants for unauthorized and 
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undisclosed purposes, including, among other things, the purchase of a personal residence by 
Robinson for approximately $1.6 million, the undisclosed payment of sales commissions and 
management fees to Bosh, and the payment of the operating costs and expenses of M&M and at 
least one additional business owned by Robinson. Defendants also used a substantial portion of 
the investment funds to make interest payments (i.e. the Fee Payments) to previous Investors, 
effectively operating a Ponzi scheme. 
Through their conduct, Defendants have, among other things, violated the antifraud and 
registration provisions of the federal securities laws, engaged in conspiracy and common law 
fraud, and breached virtually every term of the investment agreements entered into with each 
Investor in connection with their investments in M&M. As a result of Defendants' actions, the 
majority of the investment funds provided by Plaintiffs and the other Investors have been stolen 
or lost though misappropriation and/or mismanagement of the payday loans that were funded 
using a portion of the investment funds. However, the Investors still possess an opportunity to 
recover a portion of their respective share of the commingled investment funds (and assets 
purchased therefrom) from M&M's current outstanding accounts receivable, Robinson's home, 
and certain personal and real property assets currently owned by Bosh, Benson, and related 
parties. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
1. On December 10,2008, Movant's Counsel, on behalf of most of the Investors, 
filed a Complaint against Defendants in the United States District Court for the District of Utah 
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(Case No. 2:08-cv-00951) (the "Civil Litigation"). To facilitate more efficient prosecution of the 
Civil Litigation, negotiation of settlements with the litigants, and the liquidation and 
disbursement of assets of the Defendants, those Investors represented by Movant's Counsel 
caused Movant to be formed and assigned their several rights, interests, and claims to Movant in 
exchange for membership interests in Movant. 
2. Movant's Counsel has made great efforts during the past year of litigation to 
identify any remaining assets of the Defendants and to obtain possession of said assets for 
liquidation and distribution of the proceeds to the Movant. 
3. On or about August 15, 2009, Movant entered into a Settlement Agreement (the 
"M&M Settlement Agreement") with Robinson and M&M, whereby Robinson and M&M were 
to make monthly payments to Movant until the entire settlement amount of approximately $25 
million had been repaid in full. 
4. The M&M Settlement Agreement was secured by a lien against all of the assets of 
M&M, including all outstanding accounts and accounts receivable (the "A/R") and a deed of 
trust recorded against Robinson's personal residence ("Robinson's Home"). 
5. Following a number of events of default under the Settlement Agreement, in 
November 2009 Movant entered into a Forbearance Agreement (the "M&M Forbearance 
Agreement") with Robinson and M&M, whereby Robinson transferred title to Robinson's Home 
to Movant in exchange for a temporary payment holiday under the M&M Settlement Agreement. 
5 
A true and correct copy of the recorded deed to Robinson's Home is attached hereto as Exhibit 
"A" and incorporated herein by reference. 
6. Movant's Counsel has listed Robinson's Home for sale. 
7. Due to continuing defaults by M&M and Robinson, on January 29, 2010 
Movant's Counsel conducted a foreclosure sale of the A/R, and Movant took ownership of the 
A/R by credit bid. A true and correct copy of the executed transfer statement for the A/R is 
attached hereto as Exhibit "B" and incorporated herein by reference. 
8. Movant's Counsel is now in the process of obtaining physical possession of the 
A/R data, documents, accounting, and related documents so that the Movant may properly 
liquidate the A/R and disburse proceeds to the various members of Movant. 
9. By virtue of the actions taken by Movant and Movant's Counsel during the past 
year, Movant has now obtained ownership and possession of the bulk of the remaining assets of 
Defendants. 
10. Throughout this entire process, from litigation to settlement to tracking down and 
obtaining ownership of the Defendants' assets, Movant's Counsel has been in direct and regular 
communication with the lead investigator in the Office of the Utah County Attorney, a certain 
Mr. Richard Hale. Movant's Counsel has shared a considerable amount of information with Mr. 
Hale, thereby creating a collaborative effort to assist Mr. Hale and the Investors with locating 
and obtaining any remaining assets of the Defendants. Likewise, Mr. Hale has shared 
information that he has learned during his investigation of Defendants, including informing 
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Movant's Counsel about additional assets or potential assets which Movant's Counsel might 
pursue for Movant. 
11. Effective January 30,2010, Movant entered into a Settlement Agreement with 
Bosh and Benson (the "Bosh Settlement Agreement"). The terms of the Bosh Settlement 
Agreement contemplate and are expressly conditioned upon this Court's termination or release of 
the Restraining Order and Injunction. No transfer of ownership, liquidation, or other disposition 
of assets under the Settlement Agreement has occurred or will occur unless and until the 
Movant's Motion is granted by this Court. A true and correct copy of the Bosh Settlement 
Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit C and incorporated herein by reference. 
12. According to the terms of the Bosh Settlement Agreement, Bosh and Benson have 
agreed, subject to this Court's approval, to transfer ownership of their remaining unencumbered 
assets to Movant for immediate liquidation and disbursement to the several members of Movant. 
Said assets include four luxury vehicles, a home, and a raw parcel of land. 
13. It has taken Movant and Movant's Counsel more than one year of extensive 
litigation, investigations, and negotiations to arrive at a point where Movant is able to recover 
what unencumbered assets of Defendants remain, and to achieve at least partial restitution for 
their losses. 
14. On September 30, 2009, the Utah County Attorney opened the within criminal 
case and filed a petition for a temporary restraining order against Bosh, Benson and other of the 
Defendants. Following two hearings on the petition, this Court granted the petition and issued a 
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preliminary injunction (the "Injunction") on October 21, 2009. The Injunction prohibits Bosh, 
Benson and other of the Defendants from encumbering or disposing of their assets. The sole 
purpose of the Injunction was to preserve assets of certain of the Defendants to be available for 
restitution to the Investors upon the successful conviction of said Defendants and the issuance of 
a restitution order thereafter. 
15. Movant, Bosh and Benson now desire to carry out the purposes of the Bosh 
Settlement by distributing the assets described therein to Movant immediately, which purposes 
are aligned with those behind the issuance of the Injunction. 
ARGUMENT 
The Movant hereby moves this Court for an order partially terminating the Injunction for 
the limited purpose of permitting the performance of the terms of the Bosh Settlement 
Agreement, namely the transfer of four luxury vehicles, a home, and a raw parcel of land to 
Movant to be immediately liquidated and the proceeds disbursed to Movant. 
I. MOVANT IS AUTHORIZED TO FILE THIS MOTION WITH THE 
COURT AND SEEK THE INTENDED RELIEF. 
Movant is a proper party for bringing this Motion and seeking partial termination of the 
Injunction. Utah Code Ann. § 77-37-3 governs victims' rights and states in relevant part that "(e) 
Victims may seek restitution or reparations" and "(h) Victims and witnesses . . . should have a 
speedy disposition of the entire criminal justice process." U.C.A. § 77-38-4 sets forth additional 
rights of victims of crimes, including the right to be present at important criminal hearings such 
8 
as those pertaining to restitution of a defendant. Also, the Injunction was issued pursuant to 
U.C.A. § 77-38a-601(l), which allows for an injunction "to preserve the availability of property 
which may be necessary to satisfy an anticipated restitution order." "When a defendant is 
convicted of criminal activity that has resulted in pecuniary damages,... the court shall order 
that the defendant make restitution to victims of crime." U.C.A. § 77-38a-302. The foregoing 
statutes and other related statutes benefit victims and contemplate (a) taking steps to provide 
restitution to the victims and (b) permitting the involvement of the victims in that process. More 
importantly, the remedial purpose of restitution is to compensate victims for their pecuniary 
losses, to the extent possible. Under civil law, the victims could be viewed as third party 
beneficiaries to the Injunction with the right to participate in the enforcement and performance 
thereof. Therefore, Movant (which is comprised of more than 330 individual victims of the 
crimes alleged in these proceedings) should be able to address this court with respect to 
restitution and/or the preservation and distribution of assets of the Defendants for the benefit of 
the said victims. 
II. MOVANT'S MOTION SHOULD BE GRANTED AND MOVANT SHOULD 
BE PERMITTED TO OBTAIN OWNERSHIP OF ASSETS OF BOSH AND BENSON, 
LIQUIDATE THEM, AND DISTRIBUTE THE PROCEEDS. 
The terms of the Bosh Settlement Agreement mirror and fulfill the purpose of this 
Court's Restraining Order and Injunction issued on October 21, 2009. The purpose of the 
Injunction is to preserve assets of the named Defendants so that they will be available following 
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conviction and the issuance of an order of restitution. Of course, this does not preserve the value 
and physical condition of those assets, just legal ownership in them. Through process of the Civil 
Litigation, Movant has been able to negotiate an immediate transfer of ownership of certain 
assets owned by Bosh, Benson, and related parties (the "Bosh Assets"). This process has taken 
some fifteen or more months to get to this point, whereas the pending criminal proceedings just 
commenced a few months ago and are still in the investigative stages. Rather than wait several 
more years for the pending criminal proceedings to run their course and possibly result in an 
order of restitution, the Bosh Settlement Agreement permits victims to receive partial restitution 
for their losses now. 
Not only does the Bosh Settlement Agreement (which only proposes to dispose of 
Movant's civil claims against Bosh and Benson and not any criminal claims) accomplish the 
remedial purposes of any future restitution order, but it results in more money going to the 
intended victims than they would receive from the same assets under a restitution order from this 
Court following a conviction. As mentioned above, most of the Bosh Assets are comprised of 
four luxury vehicles. Those vehicles are rapidly depreciating in value, and it is most certain that 
they would be worth significantly less by the time an order of restitution is issued by this Court. 
Also, it is unclear what Bosh and Benson would do with their remaining assets if they thought 
that a criminal conviction was imminent. The Bosh Settlement Agreement represents an effort by 
Bosh and Benson to compensate Movant now while value remains in the Bosh Assets, rather 
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than waiting a few years to receive an order of restitution and see what condition the Bosh Assets 
are in at that time. The Court, like the Movant, should take advantage of this opportunity. 
U.C.A. § 77-38a-403(l) states that "[provisions in this part concerning restitution do not 
limit or impair the right of a person injured by a defendant's criminal activities to sue and 
recover damages from the defendant in a civil action." (Emphasis added) This contemplates 
permitting victims who are parties plaintiff to a civil action to recover damages from the 
defendant during the pendency of any criminal proceedings. This same statute later states that 
"the court shall credit any restitution paid by the defendant to a victim against any judgment in 
favor of the victim in the civil action." This evidences the intention that civil damage awards and 
criminal restitution should work in tandem to compensate the victims of crimes. 
The "well-settled remedial purpose of our restitution statute is 'to compensate victims for 
the harm caused by a defendant and... to spare victims the time, expense, and emotional 
difficulties of separate civil litigation to recover their damages from the defendant.5" State of 
Utah v. Jamil K. Corbitt 82 P.3d 211, 215 (UT Ct. App. 2003); see also Jon Bryan Monson v. 
Scott Carver, 928 P.2d 1017,1027 (Utah 1996). Many of the individuals comprising Movant 
have lost most if not all of their assets as a result of the alleged Ponzi scheme conducted by 
Defendants. They have suffered for a long time and have endured more than a year of civil 
litigation to arrive at this point where they can receive partial compensation for their damages. 
To deny the Movant's Motion and require them to wait perhaps several more years for a 
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restitution order to receive the Bosh Assets (which are available to them today) would only serve 
to impose additional "emotional difficulties" contrary to the purpose for restitution. 
The Injunction has served its purpose by preserving the Bosh Assets until this moment 
when the Movant is finally in a position to obtain possession of them in partial compensation for 
its damages. To deny the Motion and continue the Injunction in the face of the Bosh Settlement 
Agreement would be contrary to the legislative purpose of permitting the Injunction and, 
arguably, would violate the provisions of U.C.A. § 77-38a-601 upon which the Injunction is 
based. 
According to statutes governing the ordering of restitution, this Court is not authorized to 
order restitution and the delivery of assets to the victims unless and until a conviction is obtained 
and a restitution order issues. It is unclear whether Bosh and Benson, or any other co-defendants, 
will ever be convicted. The emotional suffering of the victims would only be exacerbated should 
this Court deny the Motion and a conviction not be obtained. In that case, these victims would 
have lost an opportunity to receive at least partial compensation for their damages. 
This Court has, by issuing the Injunction, manifested its desire to compensate the victims 
for their damages - or at least to preserve assets for that future purpose. The Bosh Settlement and 
the efforts by Movant and Movant's Counsel provide this Court with a unique opportunity to 
compensate the victims perhaps years ahead of the issuance of a restitution order, and to do so 
while value remains in the Bosh Assets. Any delay, and certainly a delay of one or more years, in 
the delivery of the Bosh Assets to Movant will only result in delivering assets of lesser value and 
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benefit to Movant. In other words, such a delay will only serve to deny the victims a portion of 
the compensation for their losses which would otherwise have been available to them. Likewise, 
there is always the risk that Bosh, Benson and other co-defendants will not be convicted. 
CONCLUSION 
The more than 330 individual victims comprising Movant have already suffered greatly, 
many losing their life savings and even their homes. They have spent more than a year litigating 
in federal court in an effort to obtain some measure of compensation for their losses. Now that 
they have reached a point where the Bosh Assets are available to them, they are prohibited from 
receiving that compensation due to the Injunction. While these victims are grateful to this Court 
for imposing the Injunction and preserving the Bosh Assets, the Movant now asks this Court to 
terminate the Injunction to the extent necessary to permit the transfer and distribution of the 
Bosh Assets while said assets hold value and before further depreciation and deterioration. Based 
upon the foregoing facts and law, the Movant respectfully requests this Court to issue an order 
partially terminating the Injunction only to the extent necessary to permit the parties' 
performance of the terms of the Bosh Settlement Agreement. 
DATED this [ftrfflay of February, 2010. 
STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON & RENCHER 
Nathan S. Dorius 
Attorneys for Movant 
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--:. '-' Vi?f .&*• ' M O N E Y & MORK I N V E S T O R S , I , L C 
The undersigned person, being 18 years of age or older and acting as organizer pursuant 
to due Utah Revised Limited Liability Company Act (the "Acf). hereby adopts the following 
Articles of Organization this 17* day of August 2009 for the purpose of forming a limited 
liability company under the Act. 
A R T I C L E I 
The name of the limited liability company is Money & More investors. LLC (die 
"Company")* 
A R T I C L E II 
The Company shall terminate on the earlier of ninety-nine years from the date of its 
creation, or as provided in the Act. 
A R T I C L E III 
The Company is organized to transact any and all businesses for which limited liability 
companies may be formed under the Act. 
ARTICLE r v 
The name of the Company ' s current registered agent and the address of the Company's 
current registered office in the State of Utah are: 
Joseph G, Pi a 
299 South Main Street ST.E 2200 
Salt Lake City. Utah 84111 
A R T I C L E V 
The address of the Company 's designated office where the records required bv Section 
4 8 - 2 o l 12 of the Act shall be kept is; 
299 South Main Street STE 2200 
Salt Lake Citv, Utah 84111 ,, «ate«lHah 
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ARTICLE VI 
The Company will be managed by the managers of the Cumpun>. as set forth in tlv 
Company's operating agreement. The name and address of the initial managers) i* 
Name Address 
STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON 299 South Main Street STE 2200 
& RENCHER, LLC Salt Lake City. Utah 84311 
ARTICLE VII 
REGISTERED AGENT ACCEPTANCE 
The undersigned, named in the foregoing Articles of Organization as the registered agent 
of the Company, consents to such appointment this 17th day of August, 2009. 
Joseph G"TUL Registered Agent 
By signing these Articles of Organization, the undersigned declares, under penalty of 
perjury, that the Company has one or more members and that at or prior to filing these Articles, a 
writing has been prepared to be held with the records of the Company that sets forth the name 
and sirwi address of each initial member of the Company. 
STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON 
& RENCHER. LLC 
Name: Joseph 0. Pia 
Title: Authorized Officer 
&crfi3\'r>2 
State of Utah 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Division of Corporations & Commercial Code 
Summary of Online Changes 
Business Name: MONEY & MORE INVESTORS, LLC 
E ' 38163'01 (nQ 
Dalec <*•• /23/2009 
Principal uttice Address: 
Street 215 South State Street, Suite 800 
City ... Salt Lake City 
State ... 
Zip ... 1 
PREVIOUS Registered Principals: 
! lame STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON & 
RENCHER, LLC 
Position ....Manager 
Address .... 299 S MAIN ST, STE 2200 
Salt Lake City, I, IT 84111 
Name JOSEPH G PIA 
Position .... Registered Agent 
Address .... 299 S MAIN ST, STE 2200 
Salt! ake City, I IT 84111 
UPDATED Registered Principals: 
Name ....TODD MCKINNOf Il 
Position .... Registered Agent 
Address 215 South State Street, Suifc iiUO 
Salt Lake City, UT84111 
Name ! ODD MCKINNON 
Position Manager 
Address 215 Sout - y, o-.-. 
Salt Lake, w,.., ~. ~,; i 1 
Joseph Pia 10/23/2009 
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Searched for: todd mckinnon in Salt Lake City, UT (city) 
Accountants 
Local Results 1 1 of 1 Businesses 
McKinnon, Todd A CPA 
215 S State St Suite 800 Salt Lake City UT 84111 | Map 
Send To Phone 
1 businesses near Salt Lake City, UT (city) 
Allstate Insurance Company - Todd S Mckinnon 
Allstate Insurance Company Todd S Mckinnon Layton UT 84041 | Map 
Distance 20 miles 
Website Send To Phone 
See More £? 
(801)532-7444 
See More 
r *-% Clinton 
L w o n 
ZlListView^ LjMapVew 
*t„ Fan*ln9ton Kaysville «^« Heights Morjw HU 
I S 1 4®%* A * ^ 
(801)546-2626 £ £ 
i.f* Antelope Wandv "^fr 
^ £ f » T P < > r k f ^ ^ Center, ille" * 
Bountilul^ -r 
.TO ". 
.Salt Llka 
:ltv I .CanStt f f .RIm' '—. J ~ ._ 
JL LCa"! !a ©2010 Google 
Dex is now 
dexknvm&om LEARN MORE • 
My Account | Advert ise | Help J About Us | Pay Bill | Contact Us | Free Tools | Dex Commercials | Recycle | Select Your Dex | National | Telco | Yel low Pages | 
White Pages | Browse Our Directory | Business com | DexKnows Weddings | © Dex 2010 Please rev iew ou r upda ted Pr ivacy Pol icy a n d T e r m s o f Use 
cx&MMdty 
del 
ESS 
Todd McKinnon -1 inkedln A a^L# i u i i 
Todd McKinnon 
Partner at Tanner LC 
Greater Salt Lake City Area 
C u rren t • P a rtn e r at Ta n n er L C 
Past • Senior Manager at Ernst & Young 
* manager at ernst & Young 
Education • Brigham Young University 
Recommended 1 person has recommended Todd 
Connections 135 connections 
Industry Accounting 
Todd McKinnon's Summary 
l have experience serving a variety of public and private companies. Industries inclucte software, technology, transportation, retailing, real estate, manufacturing, mining, energy, employee benefits, 
healthcare and insurance industries. I have significant experience with SEC financial reporting and handling multi-location engagements. I also have experience in conducting due diligence 
investigations for mergers and acquisitions and have assisted various clients with public and private debt offerings. I have twelve years of experience with a "Big 4" accounting firm and have been 
win Tanner LC since November 2005. 
Todd McKinnon's Specialties; 
Pi iblic and private company audits and due diligence in various industries 
il odd McKinnon's Experience 
Partner 
Tanner LC 
(Partnership; 51-200 employees; Accounting industry) 
November 2005 — Present (4 years 5 months) 
Senior Manager 
Ernst & Young 
{Partnership; 10,001 or more employees; EY; Accounting industry) 
i ugi ist 1993 - November 2005 (12 years 4 months) 
Manage multiple audit related engagements at a time. Clients consisted of public and private companies. Industries included software, technology, transportation, retailing, real estate, 
manufacturing, mining, energy, employee benefits, healthcare and insurance industries. 
manager 
ernst & Young 
(Accounting industry) 
1993— 2005 (12 years) 
Todd McKinnon's Education 
Brigham Young University 
1988—1993 
Additional Information 
Todd McKinnon's interests: 
Boating, wakeboarding, camping, Lake Powell 
Todd McKinnon's Groups: 
Big Four Firms Alumni & Professionals Global Netwoix \ HHI-I com) 
BYU Marriott School of Management Alumni 
Brigham Young University Alumni 
Leadership Utah Alumni Association 
Ernst & Young Alumni 
Utah Valley Entrepreneurial Forum (UVEF) 
AICPA (The American Institute of Certified Public Accountants) 
The Official Brigham Young University Alumni Network 
Deal Flow Source 
J U W J U 1 V U U O^/XJLWAbJ k J W U J L V X J . 
I £L*H\<S\<C$A\\ 
Search sn OT utan gov » 
Utah 
Commeree Business Ent i ty Search 
Name 
MONEY & MORE INVESTORS, LLC 
Business Name: 
Entity Number: 
Registration Date: 
State of Origin: 
Type City 
Limited Liability Company SALT LAKE CITY 
MONEY & MORE INVESTORS, LLC 
7438163-0160 
08/17/2009 
/Help 
Status 
Active 
Address 
215 SOUTH STATE STREET, SUITE 800 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84111 
Status 
Status: 
Status Description: 
This Status Date: 
Last Renewed: 
License Type: 
Delinquent Date: 
Registered Agent 
Registered Agent: 
Address Line 1: 
Address Line 2: 
City: 
State: 
Zip: 
Additional Information 
NAICS Code: 
NAICS Title: 
Active 
Good Standing 
08/17/2009 
N/A 
LLC - Domestic 
08/17/2010 
TODD MCKINNON 
fSearch BES1 fSearch RPS1 
215 SOUTH STATE STREET, SUITE 800 
SALT LAKE CITY 
UT 
84111 
9999 
9999-Nonclassifiable Establishment 
With this information, you can... 
[ Search for Images ] If you would like to view images of paper filings for this business entity, select the button to the left. You will be assessed a $ 2.00 fee per image of a document for this 
service. 
L Purchase Certificate of Existence If you would like to purchase a Certificate of Existence for this business entity, select the button to the left. You will be assessed a $ 12.00 fee for this service. You will 
need Adobe Reader to view this certificate. If you do not have Adobe Reader, click on 
the button below and download it. 
JL ^Jte&ei 
Access Principal Information If you would like to receive information on the principal individuals associated with this 
entity, click the button on the left. You will be assessed a $ 1.00 fee for this 
information. 
[ Back to search results ] [ Do Another Search ] 
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EXHIBIT G 
EXHIBIT A 
LIST OF VICTIMS REPRESENTED BY 
STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON & RENCHER 
The following entities, comprised of sonic JO i uiu investors in Mouov 1f\, are 
currently represented by Stucki Steele Pia v - " - cher in cor--* ^:-- . « action 
filed against Defendant and other parties dcicnuam m mc united States iyK>unA v,uun for the 
District of Utah (Civil No. 2,08 cv 00951;: 
A A Diversmea, 
1 i laven Limited 
( ach Capital 
Sufrai 
JDA Enterprises 
Angelis 
HAH Enterprises 
Spyglass Management L.L.C. 
Good One Enterprises LLC 
Ashleigh Sophia LLC 
Titan Advisors, LLC 
Greenhouse Capital 
Forte Ventures, LLC 
Optimal Resource Management 
•' - ^ration 
Magnolia Development Incorporated 
Westbrook Financial Investments, LLC 
Payday Funding Group, LLC 
Pratt & Associates, Inc. 
Renegade Bay, LLC 
KM5 Enterprises, LLC 
Dinero Unlimited, LLC 
GSorv and We;;!:!- I I..C 
Juang Lin 
PS1 Group, LLC 
Profitable Solutions, LLC 
LH Business Solutions, Inc. 
PSV Group, LLC 
Florin Capital Group, LLC 
Ron Heller, an individual 
Utah Mountain LLC 
3 
Greg Johnson, an individual 
Xstar Financial, LLC 
JLPGC, LLC 
A List Enterprises, LLC 
Abundant Enterprises, LLC 
Leverage Properties, LLC 
Melanies Melons, LLC 
Real Equity Capital, LLC 
Payne Financial, Inc. 
Orange & Blue M&M, LLC 
Life Is Good, LLC 
Firm Foundation, LLC 
Karl Axelgard 
Palladium Industries, LLC 
Investors Paradigm, LLC 
EXHIBIT H 
STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL FACTS 
1. } lone) '& More Investors, I I € ("A 4i )vant") is a limited liability company 
registered under the laws of the Su\\c oli 1 ::ah. See the true v:d correct cop> ol a sown pr: -vt 
from business entity seai'cii I-., u.ii - c.L ;/.e woDsiiu : ...J. * . : - • . . • 
Commercial Code (the "Division") attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by 
reference. 
2. . -\ . . . • • . : r, * i - - "t^enh Pia, on August 
17, 2009. See ilv. 'rue and correct copy or*the Art\;Ls cl t >rganization for Movant attached 
hereto as Exhibit.. u . . < ,. • *..• 
J. v/iiw Air. Pia and *hr investors represented h\ \ l o \ ant's counsel had identified 
and engaged an. independent certified public account, * Fodd McKinnon, to serve as the sole 
.i .^oi * w i .,-.:- i . •.- a -n -v , f information paperwork was filed with the State. See 
tnc truu and ccrr ja cop> o! a screen prm: o\ the said change form at the Division's website 
_ii is elearlv explained in *;;e Motion. arou:-d 80% of the Investors are represented 
by Movant's counsel ('lit: 'Investors,^ ictnn.s1 ), ami !).»J-; y.""jp d i.'MJ." idiwh jml ^nOOes 
determined 'that it would be more efficient to organize an entity to house their several civil 
claims, to negotiate with the Defendants, to take ownership vf any assets obtained by the 
1
 *" i^datits, and U»liquidate ;md disfnhtle proceeds to the Investors/victims. It is simply more 
efficient for one manager appointed by the Investors/victinis to make the day-to-day decisions 
5 
rather than convening a meeting between more than 330 individuals and entities. This also 
facilitates a more orderly distribution of assets to the Investors/victims according to the 
distribution schedule created by SSPAR and Mr. McKinnon (which distribution scheduled was 
recently adopted in connection with the Bernie Madoff Ponzi scheme case). 
5. The firm of Stucki Steele Pia Anderson & Rencher is not a member, manager, or 
officer of Movant. The only members of Movant are the several Investors/victims represented by 
SSPAR. However, SSPAR has been engaged by Movant to provide legal counsel and services, 
such as pursuing the present Motion for an on behalf of the several members of Movant, the 
Investors/victims. 
6. Pursuant to Utah Code Annotated ("UCA") Section 48-2c-804(d), "a manager 
need not be a member of the company or a resident of this state." 
7. Mr. McKinnon, as manager of Movant, receives reasonable compensalion for his 
services provided on behalf of Movant. SSPAR does not pay Mr. McKinnon's compensation. 
8. The State filed its action against the Defendants and its application for a 
restraining order against the subject property with constructive and actual knowledge of the 
Investors/victims' interests in the subject property against which the State sought a restraining 
order. 
9. The State failed or refused to notify the Investors/victims of the State's 
application for and hearing on its motion for a temporary restraining order. 
6 
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EXHIBIT 1 
ORIGINAL 
, r , ; ! , ; c V p i f f COURT 
" i l l l-'iM -.Vr MT;\H U; 
•': >'( 
inn 
Nathan S. Dorius (8977) 
Joseph G. Pia (9945) 
STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON & RENCT" 
299 South Main Street 
Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Telephone: (801) 961-1300 
Attorneys for Money & More Investors, LLC 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
S I A l l H I III A l l 
) 
) 
) 
) 
vs. 
LARRY O. BOSH, an individual, ami I). 
SHAWN BENSON, - ;"t':vM-.<! 
Defendants. 
THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF 
Money & More Investors, LLC, on behalf ol 
the individual victims, including the 
Members of: ABUNDANT ENTERPRISI • 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company: A-
I.IST ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah liii:!' 
' '
 ;
 I ity company; ANGELES, LLC. a I >. 
niiiited liability company; APG 
ENTERPRISES, INC., a Utah corporation 
ASHLEIGH SOPHIA, LLC, a Utah limiti 
-r-ility company; ATLAS CAPITAL 
MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; BC HAVEN LIMITED, 
L.P., a Utah limited partnership; CACHE 
CAPITAL, LLC. a Utah limited liability 
i -< : v ^ 'MTTF.D 
) MONEY & MORE INVESTORS, LLC'S 
) MOTION TO INTERVENE 
Case No ul'u4(ho id 
) Judge Howard 
f/k/a GROUP 88, LLC, a Florida limited 
liability company; FENIX FINANCIAL, a 
Utah limited liability company; FIRM 
FOUNDATION, a Utah limited liability 
company; FLORIN CAPITAL 
GROUP, LLC, an Arizona limited liability 
company; FORTE VENTURES, LLC, a 
Wyoming limited liability company; 
GLORY AND WEALTH, LLC f/k/a 
JUANG L. LIN, LLC, a Washington limited 
liability company; GOOD ONE 
ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; GREENHOUSE 
CAPITAL, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; GREG JOHNSON, an individual; 
JOHNSON & HELD LTD., a Colorado 
corporation; HAH ENTERPRISES, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company; JDA 
ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; JLPGC, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; JUANG L. LIN, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; 
KARL AXLEGARD, an individual; KM5 
ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; L H BUSINESS 
SOLUTIONS, INC., a Utah corporation; 
LEVERAGE PROPERTIES, INC., a Utah 
corporation; LIFE IS GOOD, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; MAGNOLIA 
DEVELOPMENT Incorporated, a California 
corporation; MEDITERRANEAN 
AVENUE, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; MELANIES MELONS, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company; OPTIMAL 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation; 
ORANGE AND BLUE M&M, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; PAYNE 
FINANCIAL, INC., a Utah corporation; 
PALADIUM INDUSTRIES, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; PAYDAY 
FUNDING GROUP, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; PRATT & ) 
ASSOCIATES, INC., a Utah corporation; ) 
PS 1 GROUP, LLC, a Utah limited liability ) 
company; PS 1 GROUP, LLC, a Wyoming ) 
limited liability company; PSV GROUP, ) 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; ) 
PROFITABLE SOLUTIONS, LLC, a Utah ) 
limited liability company; REAL EQUIYU ) 
CAPITAL, LLC, a Utah limited liability ) 
company; REBEL X DIVERSIFIED, LLC, a ) 
Utah limited liability company; ) 
RENEGADE BAY, LLC, a Wyoming ) 
limited liability company; RON HELLER, ) 
an individual; SPYGLASS ) 
MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Utah limited ) 
liability company; SUFRAB, LLC, a Utah ) 
limited liability company; THREE PALMS, ) 
LLC, a Wyoming limited liability company; ) 
TITAN ADVISORS, LLC, a Utah limited ) 
liability company; UTAHFILINGS.COM, ) 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; ) 
UTAH MOUNTAIN, LLC, a Utah limited ) 
liability company; VEREDUS CAPITAL, ) 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; ) 
WESTBROOK FINANCIAL ) 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, a Utah limited ) 
liability company; XSTAR FINANCIAL, ) 
LLC, a Wyoming limited liability company; ) 
Pursuant to Utah Rule of Civil Procedure 24, the law firm of Stucki Steele Pia Anderson 
& Rencher ("SSPAR"), for and in behalf Money & More Investors, LLC (hereinafter "Money & 
More Investors" or "Victims"), which entity comprises those victims included in the caption, 
hereby files a Motion to Intervene as a third-party plaintiff in the above captioned matter. 
Rule 24 provides that anyone shall be permitted to intervene "when the applicant claims 
an interest relating to the property or transaction which is the subject of the action and he is so 
situated that the disposition of the action may as a practical matter impair or impede his ability to 
protect that interest." Utah Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a). As set forth in the accompanying 
Memorandum in Support of the Motion to Intervene, Money & More, LLC has been assigned all 
of the rights and interest of the individual Victims to collect against the Defendants, and is 
therefore a real party in interest in this case. 
The LLC and its Manager, CPA Todd McKinnon from the accountancy firm of Tanner & 
Co. represent the interests of the Victims (who are members of the LLC) to finalize settlement 
with the Defendants in this case. The Victims maintain an ownership interest in the LLC in 
accordance with their net investment in Money and More, Inc. The net investment is calculated 
as in nearly all ponzi scheme cases as the gross investment made by the Victim, minus any 
amounts received back from Money & More, Inc. Upon receiving any monies or assets, the 
Manager of the LLC disburses them to the Victims according to their net 
investment/membership interest. 
The Defendants improperly took monies and property belonging to the Victims. In 
December 2008, the Victims brought a federal complaint against the Defendants based on 
numerous claims including, securities fraud and wrongfully raising funds in contravention of 
state and federal statutes. This action is still pending. The Victims have conditionally settled 
with the Defendants for, among other things, the assets frozen by this Court's TRO. Upon 
dissolving the TRO, the Victims will be able to effectuate the settlement agreement. 
Subsection (b) of Rule 24 allows for "permissive" intervention "when an applicant's 
claim or defense and the main action have a question of law or fact in common." Utah Fed. R. 
Civ. P. 24(b). The questions of law and fact that the State has raised in its Motion for a 
Temporary Restraining Order arise out of identical circumstances as the Victims' claims in the 
federal action. Consequently, intervention by the Victims and more particularly their LLC is 
appropriate in this case. 
Despite the State's repeated protestations to the contrary, the inclusive umbrella of Rule 
24 does not require the intervenor to have standing. The case law is plain that a party seeking to 
intervene either as a matter of right or permissively, need not establish its own standing, in 
addition to meeting Rule 24's requirements. Nonetheless, the Victims and their LLC do have 
standing in the present case. 
For these reasons and those set forth in the accompanying Reply and Memorandum in 
Support of Motion to Intervene, the Victims respectfully move this Court to allow them to 
intervene in the above-captioned matter.1 
DATED this jf_f day of April, 2010. 
STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON & RENCHER 
Joseph G. Pia 
Nathan S. Dorius 
Attorneys for Money & More Investors, LLC and 
the Victims listed in the caption 
1
 The Victims consolidated their Reply to the State's Opposition to Motion to Submit for 
Decision and their Memorandum in Support of their Motion to Intervene into one memorandum 
because the issues addressed substantially overlap with each other. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this jQaay of April, 2010,1 caused to be sent via regular mail, first-class 
postage prepaid, a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion to Intervene: 
Jeffrey R. Buhman 
Curtis Larson 
Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center Street, Rm. 2100 
Provo, Utah 84606 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Bosh Family Trust 
356 South Main 
Nephi, Utah 84648 
David Shawn & Heidi Benson 
Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
235 South Puerto Drive 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
David & Brooke Poulsen 
638 South 40 East 
Salem, Utah 84653 
Clarence D. Benson 
45 Padre Canyon Drive 
Irivns, Utah 84738 
EXHIBIT J 
ASSIGNMENT Off RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agzedm&nt (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation. 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements*8), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1, Assignment. Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to iho Settlement, 
2, Benefits. This Agreement shall be binding upon, and "shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and then respective successors and assigns. 
3, Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the paities have executed this Agleement as of the date fust 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: Kail Axelgaid, an individual 
Signature: J-^i^____ . _ 
Runted Name: U^.<j,A-t^,^ 
Title of Signer: akAucL»; 
n. nn 'irr 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
sot forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name 
Signature 
:7ria* Advisory 
Printed Name; 
Title of Signer: /Jbt&tft 1-es~ 
s«tjfot&ab&v& 
&mmm 
•maymm* C r - / ^ . L M h s M k l ^ 
n r\ r^  n O 
• - ™
0
 " * " " • * 
IN WTIHBSS WHEREOF, tfxs parties ten o executed this Agreement as of the dats fkst 
set forth aboye, 
ASSIGNOR* 
Entity Name: 
Signature:. 
Printed Name: H ^ W 6- L. Z- /A/ . 
Title of Signer: M*Mfc<lr*-
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR; 
Entity Name; J) \bb&ld UtiUMivgo, £goa f ST U^<^ 
Signature; >^-77^--/\ ^ T W ^ ' 
Printed Name; <&7)4£&£ //<* <C (/O 
Title of.Signer: A^^M/F/S/Z , MAM&s*^ 
1 
/-i /^ r»* -"I -4 
ASSIGNMENT OF RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor55) and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"), 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along-with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the pailies and their respective successors and assigns. 
3* Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
mstruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: _ 
Signature: 
Printed Name: '{ir* lnD\/Q&J 
Title of Signer: jptohtf 
n o c p n 
ASSIGNMENT Off RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this 'Agreement'') is made to he effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor'*) and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows; 
AGREEMENT 
1, Assignment. Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement 
2, Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3, Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: 
Signature: 
Printed Name; * " T / ^ - fMovh 
Title of Signer: ^Q^^T' 
ASSIGNMENT OF RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC> a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement55), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows; 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment. Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: Y^\ tlP><f
 { ^ ^ 
Signature: , [ 
Printed Name: ' OP1 Prt/otrh 
Title of Signer: fil&dziT 
ASSIGNMENT Off RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2;08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to coxithmo pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
insti'uments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: f^V 6 y v « f , ^ ^ 
Signature: ^ T ^ | V^^€=^ 
Printed Name: ^]Jr^ fhvt&'> 
Title of Signer: frC^ha" 
nr.FifiG 
ASSIGNMENT OP RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, Which entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows; 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment. Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: f j f M jWflfflffjfl ML 
Signature: J $ W AjM^ 
Printed Name: \A\Atyj\ fil^JlSfjT 
Title of Signer: Y^'.k^C 
i-s n r c 1 
ASSJGNMJuN-i utt RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC> a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"), 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested, money with Money & More, Inc., a Is!evada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&lVPs promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15, 2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No, 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1* Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, ami i:oin<oyiJ TO 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2, Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may he reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: Si- *<% C ^ - ^ £ -
Signature:-
Printed Name; /%>/> t fc *C Shg?/^^ 
Title of Signer: s*^7d*^ *> 
O P R S Q 
ASSIGNMENT OF RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a N *; v>n la corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
«v'iihni'..'.i,.. .: . ;-• • ! ••]• '• ' -::,..'•> *••* *»ieFactoring 
EREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors'5) commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:03 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
1JOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
^ Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assign;:, Imnsfers, mul conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3 Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: . ^ t - ^ f o v^ts Ctyxh,[( W^ 
Signature:. 
Printed NaiEte; -"5 fi.vwtA I ^ U J V K 
Title of Signer: {/VUw^^/ 
nrp=;,7 
ASSIGNMENT OFRIGffia AGREEMI^ 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effect!ve the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC3 a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to reti irn a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil Kfo. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement), of eve*} date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which, entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. .Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upi >n, and shall iiii ire to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name; 
Signature: I 
Printed Name;' 
Title of Signet: $\Hli ft &&V^ 
ASSIGNMENT OF RIGHTS ACJREKMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC) a I Jtah limited liability company ("Assignee"), 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements'" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money hi exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement'5), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee, 
"NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement, 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to lib. bcuciil of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: fil&fl tt^r^-^^^ nC/^ 
Signature: 0/1/'/J/* „ 
Printed Name: 
Title of Signer: /yiftty^J^^ 
r\ r\ o '— r\ 
ASSIGNMENT OF RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor'5) and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Ina, a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M5s promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court")* as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights m the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1 Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignors rights relating to the Settlement, 
?, Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit o£ 
the parlies and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such lurther action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
§tf V^%tLtoAcf*<* Entity Name: 
Signature: 
Printed Name; 
Title of Signer: Mj/ln/hJ^ f 
~ * *-k *— 4 
ASSIGNMENT OF RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money &s More 
Investors, LLC;,,, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December LJ> 2008, Assignor, along with the other Investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
'WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged^ Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment. Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name 
Signature 
: C?oJ fV . fr»Uf^> 
Printed Name; 
Title of Signer: _ 
ASSIGNMENT OF RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLP, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, niu., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sura of money in exchange for M&M?s promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,200S, Assignor, along with the other Investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors55) commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Cental Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No, 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
MOW THEREFORE, m consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acloiowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment Assignor licieby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits. This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure io the bcuehf of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill (he purpose of this Agreement. 
ASSIGNMENT OE RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors> LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
~ * «~* / H 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: (Lz&\ H-fluU 
Signature: y rt j, ^ 
Printed Name: ^>\r. V^a^J^ 
Title of Signer: QtifoaovWed S\^vytVr 
ASSIGNMENT Off RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court")* as 
Civil No, 2:08 cv 00951; and 
"WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement 
2. Benefits. This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHBRBOF> the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date fust 
set forth, above. 
ASSIGNOR; 
Entity Name: 
Signature: 
^ 
Printed Name; ^fcc/ . £?/V5M££? 
Title of Signer: / ^ 7 7 £ / g > C 
ASSIGNMENT, Off,RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money 8c More 
Investors, LLC> a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"), 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements'5), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents53 or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement, 
2. Benefits. This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
rs ,TN rs / f\ 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this "Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: i&i jArt jt/fot 
Signature:/^L^ 
Printed Name: &GAJ £<PAJ$L?A £& 
Title of Signer: ^ ^ V ^ ^ 
ASSIGNMENT OfrRIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company Q Assignee"), 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Cental Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Doeuments"'or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby aclaiowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement, 
2. Benefits. This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to' take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHB££OF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: 
Signatoe;
 t 
• • * > v > ' ^ — e — ^ 
Printed Name; 
Title of Signer: /Ky/*i*y*r^ 
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ASSIGNMENT. OF RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money 8c More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"), 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Ine,, a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements*'), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
IN WITNESS WHBREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement aa of the date first 
set forth above, 
ASSIGKOJRs 
EatrtyName; ^JLL^J ) V jVu<gu^-5,/XVcf, ^ £* <~— 
Printed Name; J S ^ ^ T ffyrL/r Y 
Title of Signer: A?.- DLUI^L^- . 
ASSIGNMENT. Off RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described m the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utaii limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits. This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the- benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further ' Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
ASSIGNMENT .OR RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Invostors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
ASSIGNMENT- OERIGHTS. AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"), 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada cotporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring-
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit5') against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and then* respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instoments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
ASSIGNMENT OE, RIGHTS. AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC> a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
L Assignment. Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits. This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
IN W B M S WOTEOF, fte parties have executed this Agreement as of fl» date to 
est forth above. 
ASSIGNQHi 
Entity Name; , ^ W dfe&fe&s* &# W/ps/04tfL* 
Signature;. 
-*& 
Printed Hams; _$&/*?_ jfe/fcdL*) 
Title of Signer. > ^ y ^ J 
IN WITNESS WHKKBOP, fhc parties have executed this Agreement as of £ho date first 
set forth abovft 
ASSIGNOR; 
EntftvNams: f W i ' V ' ^A?(T^j^_QMQ X , U,C 
Signature; KJ^^f/C^^-^....:— 
PrintedNafrfe; •• f ) f l ^ / w : : 3 £ ^ ^ _ - . 
Title ofSiftners M ^ ^ ^ -
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as gf the date first 
stt forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
tmixy .Name: 
r 
Signature: y 
Printed Name: . p & o k 
Title of Signer: f.VjP) 
ASSIGNMENT.OEORIGHTS. AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to he effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money Sc More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United Statos District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would he made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows; 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such farther action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, tb.e parties.have executed tfcis Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: _ 
Signature:, 
Printed Name: (sM&gf' whlMjfrei/ 
Title of Signer:. 
ASSIGNMENT OB RIGHTS. AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"), 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the ''Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3< Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement, 
IN WMS§S WHEREOF* ft© pat€§3 fepre sxetfuted tfels Agrefcaatit as of #s date &st 
K4 forth abmre* 
ASSIGNOR 
ASSIGNMENT OE^GHTS. AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court")* as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit3 negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee ail of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the patties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
ASSIGNORS 
Ifoflfrffanc Minolta Devel.opmen^Inc. 
Mike Griffith 
^ t e Of %!V0 ,Pre^[deht __-_- -, 
J$T$J$BS$. WHEREOF, the parties haye executed this Agreement as of the date .first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR; 
Entity N a m e f ^ S L ^ ^<^L*s/^/k-
S i g n a t u r e : ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ -
Printed Name: 
Title of Signer: "7(m<5 - tT/t^ 
ASSIGNMENT.OE-RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee")* 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, hi the United States District Court of Utah, Cental Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
L Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2« Benefits. This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
IN^TNESS WHEREOF, the parties have e x i t e d this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
r 
Entity Name; ^O^^^a>
 {^kfii£&S 
Printed Name; ~~/5&/£ "y%A-rr~ 
ASSIGNMENT.Og,SIGHTS -AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money 8c More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the-"Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
L Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
..^JWTEJBSS TOBpEO£,.$e P ^ i e s HYe Wilted this Agreepient ^ of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name; s&JtiS . ^ ^ M / 
Signature:* 
Printed N a m e ; - ^ ^ £ - -^^^TT-
ASSIGNMENT Off RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this 'Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on then investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
"WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a CIYU. action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement*5)> of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows; 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment. Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
TN WTTNRSS WTTRRROF, tlie paities have executed tliis Agreement as of the da|e first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: 
Signature; , > f lW M -
Printed Name; Qrftj^ k CTp-M^O^ 
Title of Signer: QUJivJ gag— 
ASSIGNMENT. Off^ RIGHTS. AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement--') is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor55) and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"), 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements55), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court*5), as 
Civil No. 2;08cv 00951; and 
"WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement'5), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
tilings, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement, 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
m WITNESS WHBREOF, the patties have executed Us Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR 
Entity Name; JL$!!£LJ5^^ 
HffitSJ-Name. _Mt^W|lf l . ^ n t 
Title o f S l g o a K W ^ t ^ / m ^ A y ^ -
ASSIGNMENT OF SIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC> a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee*'). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit1') against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No, 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee, 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows; 
AGREEMENT 
L Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignors rights relating to the Settlement. 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of> 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3, Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
mstruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
'set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR; 
Entity Name: / / f o u ^ r ^ frfcXpKe^UC. 
Signature: (^/tA^fJLiA* < ^ ^ L -
Printed Name: £ H A ^ S 1 E . j4t-£.V^Vt)E<2-
2 
ASSIGNMENT 0$ RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreeinent (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC> a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
({tM&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M*s promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perfoim in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2;08cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foiegoing recitals, the covenants contained 
heiein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which aie 
heieby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor heieby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement, 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instiuments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agieement. 
sef forth abdtfe. 
ASSIGNOR,' 
Entity Name: \^ikita/J?^f^SS> U£> 
Signature; 
Printed Name; t, H ftiuP £ . ft u £x.iM^SL&. 
Titte or Signer; \K*,A«sfKi-g.Z^. . 
ASSIGNMENT. QE RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements")., 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement55), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
L Assignment. Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement. 
2* Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns, 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of tills Agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
setforth-alrove. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: ft-Lift Fn&XfrtetS 
Signature: 0/sfa\ 
Printed Name; Blaine- Hunh 
Title of Signer: Manaa(r 
2 
ASSIGNMENT Off RIGHTS AGREEMENT 
This Assignment of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee"). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements" (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively, the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that: any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment, Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement, 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions, Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement. 
TN WETNESS WHEREOF, th& parties have feeetflSd Ms Agreement aa of tlie date ih'st 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR? 
Botfly Name; " f * ^ 1 £ e 4 ? " ^ * ffifak&€'M£w mHAr^^ 
Signal W*MA A&44ML 
m*mm-.
 c&
° /fa**1?**7 . 
ASSIGNMENT Off RIGHTS AGIUBEMENT 
This Assignment, of Rights Agreement (this "Agreement") is made to be effective the 
17th day of August, 2009 between the undersigned assignor ("Assignor") and Money & More 
Investors, LLC, a Utah limited liability company ("Assignee'*). 
RECITALS 
WHEREAS, Assignor invested money with Money & More, Inc., a Nevada corporation 
("M&M") and entered into those certain "Factoring Agreements'5 (the "Factoring Agreements"), 
whereby it agreed to invest a certain sum of money in exchange for M&M's promise to return a 
certain percentage on their investment, as more particularly described in the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, to date, M&M failed to perform in its obligations under the Factoring 
Agreements; 
WHEREAS, on or about December 15,2008, Assignor, along with the other investors in 
M&M (collectively; the "Investors") commenced a civil action (the "Lawsuit") against M&M, 
among others, in the United States District Court of Utah, Central Division, (the "Court"), as 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951; and 
WHEREAS, the Investors, rather than expend the substantial amount of expense and 
effort required to continue pursuit of the Lawsuit, negotiated and executed settlement documents 
(the "Settlement Documents" or the "Settlement"), of even date herewith, whereby, among other 
things, it was agreed that Assignor, along with the other investors, would create a Utah limited 
liability company and assign over all of its rights in the Settlement to that entity, and that any 
payments made under the Settlement would be made to that new entity, which entity is Assignee. 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, the covenants contained 
herein, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, Assignor hereby agrees as follows: 
AGREEMENT 
1. Assignment Assignor hereby irrevocably assigns, transfers, and conveys to 
Assignee all of Assignor's rights relating to the Settlement, 
2. Benefits, This Agreement shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, 
the parties and their respective successors and assigns. 
3. Further Actions. Assignor covenants and agrees to execute such other 
instruments or documents and to take such further action as may be reasonably necessary or 
appropriate to fulfill the purpose of this Agreement 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
sst&cth, above. 
ASSIGNOR) 
Entity Name:. 
Signature; 
paH/Ur- £iA^^;<J)^,^fi 
£4nted.&ame:.. /ki,£K 
Title of Signer: 
2 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
Entity Name: J(^lc 
Signature: 
Printed Name: 
Title of Signer:* V^ 
hfrp £. Jh/tyr>0°&&A 
Entity Name: Investor's Paradigm, LLC 
Signature: 
"T!tiS#^iiM 
Date: 
Address: 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed tfiis Agreement as of the date fiist 
set forth above. 
ASSIGNOR: 
EXHIBIT G 
EXHIBIT K 
Description 
Airfare/Transportation Total 
Appraisal Total 
Bank Service Charge Total 
Car Insurance Total 
Car Maintenance Total 
Car Payments Total 
Cash Withdrawals Total 
Cellphone Total 
Ch.13 Bankruptcy Pyrnt. Total 
Ch.13 Bankruptcy Pyrnt. (Payoff) Total 
Charity Total 
Charity (Family in Ward we helped) Total 
Charity (Fast Offering) Total 
Charity (Paid for Nephew's Mission) Total 
Clothing Total 
Credit Card Payments Total 
Custom Block Fencing on Mona Lots Total 
Custom Deck on Home Total 
Daughters trip to London Total 
Education Total 
Electronics Total 
Entertainment Total 
FFA Fees Total 
Food Storage Total 
Gas Total 
Gifts Total 
Groceries Total 
Healths Beauty Total 
High School Registration Fees Total 
Home Escrow Payment Total 
Home Furnishings Total 
Home Improvements Total 
Home Improvement Total 
Home Maintenance Total 
Honda Snowplow Total 
House Payment (1st Mort) Total 
House Payment (1st Mortgage) Total 
House Payment (2nd Mort) Total 
House Payment (2nd Mortgage) Total 
House plans Total 
Insurance Total 
Jazz Tickets Total 
Jewelry Total 
Kids Recreation Total 
Landscaping on Home Total 
Legal Fees Total 
Amount 
$22,854 
$402 
$551 
$2,829.12 
$18;021.55 
$15,563.26 
$81,046 
$468.03 
$8,492.00 
$65,405.00 
$24,281.25 
$26,500.00 
$1,930.00 
$9,600.00 
$677.19 
$12,264 
$43,203.00 
$48,275.00 
$7,584.00 
$780 
$9,676.83 
$17,732 
$690.00 
$23,575.04 
$12,798 
$6,126.60 
$13,185 
$975 
$245.00 
$487.40 
$30,898.04 
$115,026.23 
$14,951.05 
$3,672.82 
$874.13 
$19,646.50 
$23,009.58 
$14,639.51 
$9,932.96 
$10,000.00 
$3,168 
$12,000.00 
$5,046.11 
$2,110.83 
$154,947.25 
$18,000.00 
LoarrTo Mike Smith 
Lodging Total 
Lots in Mona Total 
Magazine Subscription Total 
Medical Total 
Office Supplies Total 
Office Supply Total 
Orthodontist Total 
Payoff Loan from Juiies Dad from Dec 2000 
Personal Services Total 
Pet/Veterinary Total 
Phone Bill Total 
Postage/Delivery Total 
Restaurants Total 
Restaurant Total 
Retail/Department Store Total 
Satellite TV Total 
School Lunch Total 
School Pictures Total 
Dads home 
Software Total 
Speeding ticket Total 
Taxes (Property Taxes on Mona Lots) Total 
Tithing Total 
To Dad Total 
To family Members Total 
To Jake Total 
to Julie Total 
Utah State Tax Commission Total 
Utilities Total 
Vacation Expense Total 
Vehicle (09 Jaguar Purchase) Total 
Vehicle (2003 Jaguar Payoff) Total 
Vehicle (Durango Payoff) Total 
Vehicle Insurance Total 
Vehicle Maintenance Total 
Total 
552,500.01) 
$2,314 
$20,600.00 
$218.02 
$738.C8 
$21.70 
$1,420 
$4,270.00 
$11,800.00 
$772 
$36 
$507.17 
$432 
$17,982 
$283.66 
$26,261 
$916.64 
$391.00 
$83.00 
$145,279.94 
$3,777.38 
$107.00 
$4,192.17 
$191,110 
$5,500.00 
$91,055.00 
$45.00 
$44,000.00 
$457.00 
$15,273 
$3,100 
$67,048.41 
$34,410.22 
$26,398.52 
$6,420.27 
$1,500.00 
$1,695,460.74 
EXHIBIT E 
EXHIBIT L 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
Barney McKenna & Olmstead to show the total amount 
money between EvDev, Dog Valley, 
Development 
Q. 
s was deposited with 
And the total amount 
deposited as shown on Exhibit IE 
; $7,364,000, 
A. 
right? 
and Evolution 
Money & More. 
: of money that was 
i is approximately 
I'm not sure why there is a difference 
of 
in 
those two numbers, but -- I'm not quite sure what that 
is. I'd ha ve to add those up. 
are different, but yeah, that's. 
Q. 
A, 
Q. 
So give or take you' 
7.3 and change. 
Okay. And just to c 
more or less you would say that 
invested in 
approximate 
A. 
Q. 
Money & More out of 
I'm not sure why th 
• • 
d say --
ose 
.larify for the record, 
the total amount of 
your three entities 
ly 7.3 million, correct? 
Yes. 
Can you describe to 
have been that you or your entit 
money 
was 
me what the fees would 
ies would haye received 
on this $7.3 million? 
A. 11.66 a month. 
Q. So you would have received 11.66 percent per 
month on 7.3 million, correct? 
A. Correct. 
0. And can you describe how much referral fee of 
1 Q. So why didn't you run those -- these new 
2 people through your other companies? 
3 A. Well, they had direct contracts. They were 
4 -- I mean I had no desire to manage their money or manag-e 
5 their business. I didn't want to be involved with that. 
6 Q. Okay. How did you get these referrals? 
7 A. Like I say, I mean most of them ended up 
8 coming from different sources. I mean I'd ask people, 
9 "Well, how did you get my number?" "Well, Tim gave it to 
10 me," or, "Charlie gave it to me," or they'd give me a 
11 name that I didn't recognize that came from somebody 
12 else. 
13 0. About how much money do you think ycu helped 
14 refer to Money & More in addition to the 7.3 million? 
15 A. I have -- I really have no idea. I mean it's 
16 going to be -- I know that over that time period I have 
17 heard different numbers from Gale which now, you know, 
18 circumstances being as they may, I really cannot rely 
19 upon anything that she's told me. But based on what 
20 she's told me, it was anywhere between probably 35 to $45 
21 million. 
22 Q. Okay. Outside of the 7.3 million? 
23 A. Yeah. 
24 Q. So you were involved with giving referrals 
25 to, give or take, around 40 million worth of investment 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
1.7 millior 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
L? 
Correct. 
Times three is -
5.1. 
Okay. So as an 
--
estimate of the total amount 
of money that you, Mike Smith, and Shawn Benson got from 
Money & More, it would b'e 5 
A. 
Q. 
Correct. 
Okay. And your 
about 1.7 million, right? 
A. 
Q. 
38, Chapter 
bankruptcy 
personally? 
A. 
Those were 
Q. 
A. 
Chapter 13, 
Correct. 
I !m seeing here 
.1 million? 
share of the 5.1 million was 
on the first page of Exhibit 
13 bankruptcy payment total and Chapter 13 
payment payoff. 
Yes, I have. I 
previous, though. 
And you filed for bankruptcy 
have done a 7 and a 13. 
When did you file bankruptcy? 
Oh, I did a Chapter 7 in December of 2000 and 
I can't remember the exact date, but it was 
about -- roughly a year prior to when we got involved 
with Money & More. So that' 
that Chapter 13. 
The one ledger line 
monthly payments and then I 
s what that was is paying off 
is, you know, I was making 
just paid it off. 
EXHIBIT M 
Clay W.Sfucki (6141) 
Joseph G.Pia (9945) 
MarkH. Richards (9018) 
STUCKI STEELE PIA & ANDERSON 
299 South Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Telephone: (801)961-1300 
Facsimile: (801) 961-1311 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH 
CENTRALDIVISION 
APG ENTERPRISES, INC., a Utah 
corporation; ASHLEIGH SOPHIA, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company; ATLAS 
CAPITAL MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; BC HAVEN • 
LIMITED, L.P., a Utah limited partnership; 
BPW FINANCIAL CORP., a Utah 
corporation; DINERO UNLIMITED, LLC 
filc/a GROUP 88, LLC, a Florida limited 
liability company; FLORIN CAPITAL 
GROUP, LLC, an Arizona limited liability 
company; FORTE VENTURES, LLC, a 
Wyoming limited liability company; GLORY 
AND WEALTH, LLC ffk/a JUANG L. LIN, 
LLC, a Washington limited liability company; 
GOOD ONE ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; GREENHOUSE 
CAPITAL, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; GREG JOHNSON, an individual; 
JOHNSON & HELD LTD., a Colorado 
corporation; KM5 ENTERPRISES, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company; L H 
BUSINESS SOLUTIONS, INC., a Utah 
corporation; MAGNOLIA DEVELOPMENT 
Incorporated, a California corporation; 
AMENDED COMPLAINT (Jury Trial 
Requested) 
CivilNo. 2:08 cv 00951 
Judge Campbell 
MEDITERRANEAN AVENUE, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; OPTIMAL 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation; 
PAYDAY FUNDING GROUP, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; PRATT & 
ASSOCIATES, INC., a Utah corporation; PS1 
GROUP, LLC, aUtah limited liability 
company; PS1 GROUP, LLC, a Wyoming 
limited liability company; PSV GROUP, LLC, 
a Utah limited liability company; REBEL X 
DIVERSIFIED, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; RENEGADE BAY, LLC, a 
Wyoming limited liability company; 
SPYGLASS MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; THREE PALMS, 
LLC, a Wyoming limited liability company; 
TITAN ADVISORS, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; UTAHFILINGS.COM, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; UTAH 
MOUNTAIN, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; VEREDUS CAPITAL, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; WESTBROOK 
FINANCIAL INVESTMENTS, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; XSTAR 
FINANCIAL, LLC, a Wyoming limited 
liability company; 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
MONEY & MORE, INC, a Nevada 
corporation; EVOLUTION 
DEVELOPMENTS, LLC, a Wyoraing limited 
liability company; GALE ROBINSON, an 
individual; LARRY BOSH, an individual; 
SHAWN BENSON, an individual; MKE 
SMITH, an individual; and JOHN DOES 1 
through 100, 
Defendants. 
Plaintiffs, APG Enterprises, Inc.; Atlas Capital Management, LLC; BPW Financial 
Corp.; Dinero Unlimited, LLC ffk/a Group 88, LLC; Florin Capital Group, LLC; Glory and 
Wealth, LLC ffk/a Juang L. Lin, LLC; Johnson & Held Ltd.; KM5 Enterprises, LLC; LH 
Business Solutions, Inc.; Magnolia Development Incorporated; Optimal Resource Management 
Corporation; Payday Funding Group, LLC; Pratt & Associates, Inc.; Profitable Solutions, LLC; 
PS 1 Group, LLC; PSV Group, LLC; Renegade Bay, LLC; Three Palms, LLC; Utah Mountain, 
LLC; Veredus Capital, LLC; Westbrook Financial Investments, LLC; and Xstar Financial, LLC; 
(collectively referred to hereinafter as "Plaintiffs,*1 or "Investors"), by and through their legal 
counsel, Stucki Steele Pia & Anderson, bring this Complaint and aver, upon personal knowledge 
as to themselves and their own acts and upon information and belief as to all other matters based 
upon the investigation made by and through counsel, as follows: 
PARTIES, JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
1. Plaintiff APG Enterprises, Inc. ("APG") is a Utah corporation authorized to do 
business in Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah County, State of Utah. 
2. Plaintiff Ashleigh Sophia, LLC ("Ashleigh") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah 
County, State of Utah. 
3. Plaintiff Atlas Capital Management, LLC ("Atlas") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in 
Utah County, State of Utah. 
4. Plaintiff BC Haven, LLC ("BC") is a Utah limited liability company, authorized 
3 
to do business m the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah County, State of 
Utah. 
5. Plaintiff BPW Financial Corp. ("BPW") is a Utah corporation authorized to do 
business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake County, State of 
Utah, 
6. Plaintiff Dinero Unlimited, LLC flk/a Group 88, LLC ("Dinero") is a Florida 
limited liability company, authorized to do business in both the States of Florida and Arizona, 
with its principal place of business in Maricopa County, State of Arizona, 
7. Plaintiff Florin Capital Fund I, LLC ("Florin") is an Arizona limited liability 
company, authorized to do business m the State of Arizona, with its principal place of business in 
Maricopa County, State of Arizona. 
8. Plaintiff Forte Ventures, LLC ("Forte") is a Wyoming limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principle place of 
business in Utah County, State of Utah. 
9. Plaintiff Good One Enterprises, LLC ("Good One") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in 
Utah County, State of Utah. 
10. Plaintiff Glory and Wealth, LLC tfk/a Juang L. Lin, LLC ("G&W") is a 
Washington limited liability company, authorized to do business in both the States of 
Washington and Arizona, with its principal place of business in Maiicopa County, State of 
Arizona. 
4 
11. Plaintiff Greenhouse Capital, LLC ("Greenhouse") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in 
Utah County, State of Utah. 
12. Plaintiff Greg Johnson ("Johnson") is an individual who resides in Juab County, 
State of Utah. 
13. Plaintiff Johnson & Held Ltd. ("J&H") is a Colorado corporation, authorized to 
do business in the State of Colorado, with its principal place of business in Arapahoe County, 
State of Colorado. 
14. Plaintiff KM5 Enterprises, Inc. (WKM5") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. 
15. Plaintiff LH Solutions, LLC ("LH") is a Wyoming limited liability company, 
autliorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal place of 
business in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
16. Plaintiff Magnolia Development Incorporated ("Magnolia") is a California 
corporation, autliorized to do business in the State of California, with its principal place of 
business in Alameda County, State of California. 
17. Plaintiff Mediterranean Avenue, LLC is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah 
County, State of Utah. 
18. Plaintiff Optimal Resource Management Corporation ("ORM") is a Nevada 
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Corporation, authorized to do business in Both the States of California and Nevada, with its 
principal place of business hi Alameda County, State of California. 
19. Plaintiff Payday Funding Group, LLC (C?FG") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in 
Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
20. Plaintiff Pratt & Associates, Inc. ("Pratt") is a Utah corporation, authorized to do 
business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah County, State of Utah. 
21. Plaintiff PS1 Group, LLC ("PS1 Utah55) is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. 
22. Plaintiff PS1 Group, LLC ("PS1 Wyoming") is a Wyoming limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal 
place of business in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
23. Plaintiff PSV Group, LLC ("PSV") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. 
24. Plaintiff Rebel X Diversified, LLC ("Rebel5*) is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lalce 
County, State of Utah. 
25. Plaintiff Renegade Bay, LLC ("Renegade") is a Wyoming limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal 
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place of business in Utah County, State of Utah. 
26. Plaintiff Spyglass Management, LLC ("Spyglass") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of busmess in 
Utah County, State of Utah. 
27. Plamtiff Three Palms, LLC ("Three Palms") is a Wyommg limited liability 
company, autliorized to do business hi both the States of Wyoming and Arizona, with its 
principal place of business in Maricopa County, State of Arizona. 
28. Plaintiff Titan Advisors, LLC ("Titan") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business hi the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah 
County, State of Utah. 
29. Plaintiff Utah Mountain, LLC ("UH") is a Wyoming limited liability company, 
autliorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal place of 
business in Salt Lake County, State of Utah* 
30. Plamtiff Utahfilingsxom, LLC ("UP5) is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lalce 
County, State of Utah. 
31. Plaintiff Veredus Capital, LLC ("Veredus") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business at Utah 
County, State of Utah. 
32. Plamtiff Westbrook Financial Investments, LLC ("Westbrook") is a Utah limited 
liability company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of 
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business in Salt Ls& County, State of Utah. 
33. PMitiff Xstar Financial, LLC, is a Wyoming limited liability company, 
authorized to do&isiness in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal place of 
business in WebedSbunty, State of Utah. 
34. De&idant Money & More, Inc. (<CM&M"), is a Nevada corporation, which, upon 
information and felfef, is authorized to do business in both the States of Nevada and California, 
with its principal jface in Riverside Count/, State of California. 
35. XJps. information and belief, Defendant Evolution Developments, LLC 
("Evolution"), is & Wyoming limited liability company, whichj upon information and belief, is 
authorized to do&isiness in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal place of 
business in Utah County, State of Utah. During all relevant times hereto, Evolution, upon 
information and feflef, acted as the manager and/or an agent for the investment arm of M&M. 
36. Dd&idant Gale Robinson ("Robinson") is an individual, who, upon information 
and belief residesih Riverside County, State of California, and at all relevant times hereto was 
the President of K&M. 
37. D^&rdant Larry Bosh ("Bosh") is an individual who, upon information and 
belief, resides inJcuab County, State of Utah, and during the relevant time period was an 
owner/member asiManager of Evolution. 
38. D^Bndant Shawn Benson ('Benson") is an individual who, upon information and 
belief resides in ??&hington County, State of Utah, and during the relevant time period was an 
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owner/member anfiManager of Evolution. 
39. DdSidant Michael J. Smith ("Smith") is an individual, who, upon information 
and belief is curartly incarcerated at the Englewood Federal Correctional Institute located in 
Littleton, Colorado where since being convicted on or about March 6,2008 he is serving a 36-
month prison sentaee for federal tax and fraud crimes. Prior to his conviction, Smith was, upon 
mformation and fcfief, a resident of Juab County, State of Utah, and an owner/member and 
Manager of EvoMon. 
40. D$mdants John Doe 1 through 100 are officers, directors, agents, or 
representatives ofM&M and/or Evolution, or other persons or entities who are or may be liable 
for the acts set foiiherein. 
41. Ths Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action pursuant to 
Sections 5(a), 5(Q);I1 5 and 22 of the Securities Act, [15 U.S.C. §§ 77e(a), 77e(c), 77o and 77v]; 
Sections 10(b), 2Tj(;a) and 27 of the Exchange Act, [15 U.S. §§ 78j(b), 78t(a) and 78aa], 
Exchange Act R\£k 10b-5, [17 C.F.R. § 24Q.10b-5]; and the federal RICO laws and regulations 
[IS U.S.C. § 196&28 U.S.C. §1331; and 28 U.S.C. §1367]. 
42. VQHIO is appropriate in this Court pursuant to 15 U.S.C, § 77v, 18 U.S.C. § 1965 
and 28 U.S.C. §]BS(b). The defendants have purposefully availed themselves of the rights and 
privileges of the E&te of Utah and a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the 
claims set forth h&mh occurred in Utah. 
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GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 
Overview of Defendants9 Business Operations and Investment Raising Activities 
43* M&M operates a deferred deposit loan transaction business (i.e. it provides short-
term payday loans and advances) and, upon information and belief, holds the requisite Check 
Casher's Permit issued by the State of California to engage in such business. 
44. M&M presently conducts its loan business out of four separate offices located in 
or nearby Hemet, California. 
45. Upon information and belief, Robinson is the founder of M&M and has served as 
its President since its inception in approximately 2001, During the relevant time period, 
Robinson has continually held herself out as being responsible for managing M&M's business 
affairs and its day-to-day operations. 
46. Evolution was, upon information and belief, organized in early June 2007 for the 
purpose of acting as the sole manager of the then-newly created investment arm of M&M's 
business and to also act as M&M's agent for the raising of new investment capital needed to 
fund M&M's desired expansion of its business operations. Evolution acquired these exclusive 
appointments from M&M under the terms of a management agreement (the "Management 
Agreement5*), which, upon information and belief, Evolution (or Bosh) and M&M executed 
shortly after Evolution's inception. Upon acquiring these appointments in or about early June 
2007, Evolution subsequently acted, on a continual basis, as the manager and/or agent for the 
investment arm of M&M*s business until at least early October 2008. 
47. As the manager and/or an agent of M&M's investment aim, Evolution assisted 
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M&M in raising sS^or virtually all, sums of investor capital paid to M&M during the period of 
time of approxims&ly early June 2007 through early October 2008. 
48. AcSisg under the scope of its agency with M&M, Evolution (through the 
individual efforts dfBosh, Benson and Smith), assisted M&M in raising at least $59 million of 
investment capM from numerous separate investors (the "Investors"), including a combined 
sum of investment fends provided by Plaintiffs totaling over $28 million. 
49, Defendants raised all such mvestment funds through the offering and sale of 
investment contra^ securities, in the form of (a) written agreements, titled "Factor Agreements'* 
(each an "fcivesfer Agreement" and collectively, the "Investor Agreements"), which were 
separately entered Mo by and between M&M and each Investor (including each Plaintiff), and 
which each conta&identical, or virtually identical, terms and provisions, excluding the particular 
investment amoustpaid by each Investor which appears on the Investor Agreements; and (b) oral 
agreements enteral into (in certain instances, on multiple separate occasions) by and between 
M&M and many af the Investors (including the majority of Plaintiffs) following an Investor's 
execution of its \aflten Investor Agreement, pursuant to which the Investor provided, subject to 
and in accordant with the same terms and conditions contained in the Investor's written 
Investor Agreemsit, additional amounts of investment funds to M&M (i.e. oral addendums to 
the Investor Agreanent which modified only the principal amount of the investment funds paid 
to M&M indicate in the Investor Agreement (in order to account for the additional amounts 
invested by that fe/estor)). 
50. Tfas process by which Defendants induced Plaintiffs and the other Investors to 
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invest in M&M was substantially similar in all material respects for each Investor. 
51. Evolution (primarily through Bosh), acting under the purview, knowledge, and 
direction of M&M and its principals, officers, managers, agents, and employees and for their 
benefit, initiated oontact with each prospective Investor representing that it was doing so for the 
purpose of presenting to the Investor an investment opportunity with M&M. 
52. Bosfe introduced Evolution to Plaintiffs as having been appointed by M&M as the 
manager of the investment arm of M&M*s business, and represented that he was seeking to raise 
investment capital en behalf of M&M, which M&M would then use for the sole and exclusive 
purpose of funding payday loans to customers of M&M. 
53. During or shortly after this initial contact, the Investor was usually also 
introduced to Bsnson and Smith, individuals who Bosh represented were the other 
owners/Managers of Evolution and who, together with Bosh, served as the management team for 
M&M's investment segment. 
54. At ao time during any of Plaintiffe* numerous communications with Bosh and/or 
any other Defendant that occurred prior to March 6, 2008 in connection with Plaintiffs' 
respective contemplated investments in M&M did any Defendant disclose to any Plaintiff any 
information relating to criminal charges for fraud pending against Smith, which, given that 
Smith's convictioa on these charges occurred on or about March 6, 2008, were undoubtedly 
known to Defendants and pending at the time Defendants presented M&M's investment program 
to any Investor disrng early 2008. 
55. Duong the period of negotiations between each Plaintiff, on the one hand, and 
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Evolution, acting s i behalf of M&M on the other hand, Evolution and M&M primarily through 
Bosh and Robins©^ repeatedly represented to Plaintiffs that M&Ms business operations were 
extremely profMFe and lucrative. Defendants also represented to each Plaintiff that 
investments with M&M were earning a return often percent (10%) per month (over two hundred 
percent (200%) amually when compounded) as a contractually agreed-upon monthly fee paid to 
each of M&M's investors (the "Fee Payment") in exchange for M&M's use of the Investors' 
investment funds. 
56. Fuaffier, Defendants made numerous additional misrepresentations about M&M's 
financial status, including, among other things, M&M's monthly operating expenses and 
revenue, the projssted revenue from M&M's current and anticipated fiiture loans, the average 
estimated loan deSiult rate, and the monthly Fee Payment obligation then-owed by M&M to all 
of its Investors, defendants' representations regarding the purported profitability of M&M*s 
operations were imde in order to induce the Investors (including each Plaintiff) to invest money 
in M&M under thslnvestor Agreements. 
57. Defendants also provided certain financial records of M&M to each Plaintiff 
which according & Defendants* representations, contained information that supported these 
representations. 
58. In particular, beginning at the latest in or about January 2008, Defendants, upon 
information and fefief, caused Perkins, M&M's Accounting Manager, to substantially alter and 
falsify the financM records of M&M to show that M&M's monthly business operations were 
profitable, when, U fact, they were not. Defendants provided these falsified financial records to 
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the Ihyestors, incfeding Plaintiffs, in order to induce the Investors to make initial and/or 
additional investi^ats in M&M. 
59. For sxample, M&M's financial records for June 2008, which, upon information 
and belief, had besn altered by Perkins and then distributed by Defendants to many prospective 
and existing Investors, provided that M&M's net income for that month exceeded $170,000. 
However, upon information and belief, M&M's actual net income for June 2008 was a loss of 
more than $9,000^0. 
60. Litewise, Defendants provided to numerous prospective and existing Investors 
certain financial records of M&M for July 2008, which, upon information and belief, had also 
been falsified by Perkins; and which showed net income of more than $2,000,000, when, in fact, 
M&M had losses ftrtqg July 2008 of more than $11,000,000. 
61. Similar gross discrepancies exist between the monthly amounts of net income 
appearing in the rftered financial records of M&M which Defendants provided to the Investors 
and the actual monthly amounts of substantial net losses which M&M incurred during each of 
the other months <sf 2008. 
62. Accordingly, upon information and belief and as previously noted above, 
beginning in or sftout January 2008 at the latest, M&M was not generating sufficient monthly 
revenue from its foan business to meet its then-existing obligations to make Fee Payments to 
Investors who, at Stat time, had already invested capital with M&M. Thus, beginning in or about 
2007 or January 2S98 at the latest and continuing until the present, Defendants knew that M&M 
could not perform any of its obligations regarding the payment of compensation owed to each 
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Investor for M&Mkuse (and/or the strict limitations on its use) of the investment funds sQt forth 
in the Investor Agesments, the oral agreements relating thereto and/or otherwise agreed upon by 
M&M with any asSall Investors during that period of time.. 
63. Evolution (through Bosh) also repeatedly represented to each Plaintiff that neither 
Evolution nor a®$ other member of the management team for M&M's investment arm 
(including, among others, Bosh, Benson or Smith) would receive any management fee, 
commission, or smilar compensation from the investment funds "provided by any Plaintiff to 
M&M in connectfeii with an investment of capital in M&M's business. 
64 EatfiiPlaintiff ultimately determined to make an investment hi M&M based on the 
representations n^ dfe by Defendants provided at various tunes to each Plaintiff separately. 
65. Pusaiant to the terms of the Investor Agreements, each Plaintiff agreed to invest 
an initial prineipalamount (the "Initial Investment Amount") with M&M within a short period of 
time following theexecution of its Investor Agreement 
66. Paragraph 2 of each Investor Agreement provides that the investment funds 
provided to M&$8 thereunder "shall be used to acquire payday loan accounts-receivables 
only and not for&e general operation of [M&M's] business." (Emphasis added). Upon 
information and Mief, all other Investor Agreements contain language identical or virtually 
identical to that offiaragraph 2 of each Plaintiffs Investor Agreement. 
67. Pasigraph 2 of each Investor Agreement also provides that all investment funds 
provided to M&Mliy each Plaintiff "will be assigned to a sub account belonging exclusively to 
[that PlaintiffJ." Ipon information and belief, identical or virtually identical language is also 
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found in the JhvesSisAgreements of each of the other Investors. 
68. Pa^raph 3 of each Plaintiffs Investor Agreement provides that M&M agrees to 
pay such Plainti^sn a monthly basis, the Fee Payment equal to "10% per month (30% per 
Quarter)" as a pseentage of the investment funds provided by that Plaintiff to M&M in 
exchange for eachSlaintifP s investment of such funds with M&M under its Investor Agreement 
Paragraph 6 of thdSivestor Agreements similarly repeats that M&M shall pay to Plaintiff a fee 
(i.e. the Fee Paynsrt) of "10% per month," The language used to describe the Fee Payments and 
the interest rate feeof set forth in Paragraphs 3 and 6 of each Plaintiffs Investor Agreement is 
also, upon informfibn and belief, identical or substantially similar to the language and interest 
rate appearing inffelnvestor Agreements of all other Investors. 
69. Fdg&ving Plaintiffs' respective payments of the Initial Investment Amount, the 
majority of PlaMffs (and all other Investors) subsequently agreed to provide additional 
investment capif&Xo M&M, subject to and in accordance with the terms and conditions of that 
Plaintiff's InvesteiAgreement. 
70. Piss? to entering into each Investor Agreement and/or accepting any new or 
additional investnmt funds from any of Plaintiffs (and/or the other Investors), Defendants made 
no inquiry into fig investment experience of any Investor nor made any effort to otherwise 
ascertain whethesa'Ihvestor was an Unaccredited or not. Upon information and belief, many of 
the Investors whoesvested monies in M&M were* and, to date, remain Unaccredited Investors 
(as that term is defied under the relevant securities laws and regulations). 
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7L Tfe Investor Agreements constitute investment contracts, and therefore, qualify 
as a security und^Section 2(a)(1) oftheSecui-ities Act of 1933 (the "Securities Act3'), 15XJ.S.C. 
§77b(a)(l), and Stestion 3(a)(10) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the "Exchange Act5'), 
15U.S.a§78(a)P0). 
72. Upim information and belief no registration statement was filed or subsequently 
has been filed or is in effect with the Securities and Exchange Commission (the "SEC") in 
connection with eiy Plaintiffs execution of the Investor Agreement, the investment contract 
security offered asd sold by Defendants to each Plaintiff separately. 
73. Tfe Investor Agreements of Plaintiffs do not disclose any of the risks associated 
with investing fa M&M nor contain any financial information about M&M nor of any 
Defendant. Indeed prior to each Plaintiffs signing of its respective Investor Agreement, neither 
Bosh, Robinson, Evolution, M&M nor any other Defendant provided to that Plaintiff any 
prospectus, offeriag memorandum, mandated disclosures or any other information relating to 
such Plaintiffs Investment in M&M under its Investor Agreement, besides the certain financial 
records of M&M referenced above, which, upon information and belief, contained false 
information with tespect to the profitability of M&M's operations. To date, no Plaintiff has ever 
been provided cojfes of any such information by Defendants. 
74. Ufon information and belief, no registration statement has ever b^en filed with 
any relevant state or federal securities regulator in connection with the offer or sale of any 
Investor Agreement by Defendants to an Investor, and no exemption from registration under any 
of the relevant stafeor federal securities laws applies. 
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75. Mcseover, upon information and belief, at the times each Plaintiff executed its 
respective Investor Agreement (and thereby these investment contract securities were offered 
and sold to each Pihintifi), none of the Defendants was registered as a securities agent or broker 
with any relevant sfete or federal securities regulator, 
76. Ad^Monally, pursuant to the terms of the Investor Agreements and the 
representations made by Defendants, Defendants made misrepresentations to each Investor 
relative to promises for a return on each Investor's investment as well as the principal. 
77. In cr about early August 2008, Defendants announced to the Investors of M&M 
(including Plaintifis) that Defendants had begun taking steps which they claimed were necessary 
to bring M&M (aad its investment raising activities in particular) into compliance with certain 
SEC requirements. Thereafter, through a series of additional written communications to the 
Investors, Defendants represented that they were in the process of preparing, among other things, 
a Private Placement Memorandum (the CCPPM"), which Defendants stated would be provided to 
each Investor aloeg with a subscription agreement for execution by that Investor. 
78. In connection with Defendants preparation of the PPM, Defendants also 
circulated to the Investors a document titled "Preliminary Investor Suitability Questionnaire" 
(the "Investor Questionnaire"), which Defendants requested be completed and returned by each 
Investor. Defen<fants represented that a completed Investor Questionnaire was required from 
each Investor in ceder to determine which of M&M's Investors were "Accredited Investors" and 
which were "Unsseredited Investors, as those terms are defined by the SEC and the securities 
laws. According fs Defendants, the accreditation status of each Investor was needed because no 
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more than 35 off&M's Investors could be "Unaccredited Investors'* if Defendants were to 
bring M&M into snpliance with the SEC's requirements. 
79. Diftdants also announced in connection with their requests to obtain the 
completed InvesfeiQuestionnaires that if it was determined that M&M had more than 35 
Unaccredited Inv&frs, then certain of those Unaccredited Investors, may have their investment 
funds refunded atiSleir investment with M&M terminate as a result. 
80. WHBDefendants continued to circulate additional written communications to the 
Investors relating^ the PPM from time to time during an approximately 45 day period, 
ultimately, DefeiKhts failed to circulate a completed draft of the PPM to the Investors or 
otherwise take ar^tfrther concrete action designed to address or respond to the SEC compliance 
issues, which acedfiig to Defendants M&M currently faced. 
81. Mai, despite repeatedly acknowledging that Defendants had failed to comply 
with the SEC's rgsjrements in conducting their investment raising activities with the Investors 
and that Defen&fc needed to bring M&M into compliance with those requirements, 
Defendants, uponfiformation and belief, continued to raise additional investment capital for 
M&M from nettur existing Investors without making any changes to the methods and 
procedures they ployed. 
82. Oms about October 1, 2008, Defendants circulated an email to the Investors, 
including each Hidtiff, wherein Defendants announced that effective October 6, 2008 (the 
"Investment Deadfef % Defendants would no longer accept any additional investment capital in 
M&M from eitheiiew or existing Investors. Besides stating M&M's desire to proceed in the 
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fixture as a "self-fended company," Defendants provided no explanation to the Investors for the 
sudden and dramatic change of policy or the reasoning behind the decision to make such a 
change within only days of its announcement Following the announcement, during subsequent 
private communications with many of the Investors, Defendants encouraged the Investors to 
invest additional monies in M&M before the Investment Deadline. Despite representing that no 
additional investment monies would be accepted after the Investment Deadline (allegedly so that 
M&M could thereby promptly make the switch to operate as a "self-funded company"), 
Defendants accepted investment monies from numerous different new and existing Investors 
after the Bivestmeat Deadline. 
83. Defendants' representation to the Investors that the decision to discontinue the 
acceptance of ad<EtionaI investment funds following the Investment Deadline was based on 
M&M's desire to operate as a self-funded company, is belied by the fact thatat the time 
Defendants made this announcement, M&M's debt (both from its operations and that owed to its 
Investors) was so substantial that Defendants could not have reasonably believed that M&M 
could begin operating as a self-funded company within the time period contemplated by 
Defendants. 
84. Based on Defendants* sudden and arbitrary decision to establish the Investment 
Deadline, and their acceptance of large amounts of investment funds after the Deadline, 
Defendants* purpose for announcing the Investment Deadline was, upon information and belief, 
to quickly acquire a large influx of investment capital from Investors by persuading them, under 
false pretenses, that tliere existed only a short and final window of opportunity to make an 
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additional investment in M&M and that if the Investors failed to hastily act prior to the 
Investment Deadlfcs, this window of opportunity would be forever closed. 
85. Upon information and belief M&M has failed to make any Fee Payments owed to 
any of the Investes who provided additional investment funds to M&M since October 1,2008, 
which Fee Payniesrfs, pursuant to the terms of the Investor Agreements, M&M was required to 
begin paying 30 cfc^ s after the date of investment. 
86. WMIe M&M made payment of the scheduled Fee Payments until approximately 
mid-October 200S owed to all Plaintiffs (except to BPW, which has not received a single Fee 
Payment since investing in M&M in early October 2008), M&M has failed to make any Fee 
Payments since fen. 
87. On or about November 26, 2008, during an investors meeting held at M&M's 
offices in Hemef, California, Plaintiffs learned for the first time, along with most, if not all, other 
Investors of the existence of the Management Agreement and M&M's promise thereunder to pay 
Evolution and/qr Bosh a sales commission ("Sales Commission") equal to 10% of the total 
investment capital raised by Bosh (and Evolution) on behalf of M&M plus an ongoing monthly 
management fee <&£ 1.66% per month of such total investment amount (the "Management Fee"). 
88. As previously stated, however, none of M&M, Evolution, their respective agents 
or principals, (inc&ding Robinson, Bosh, Smith, or Benson), were properly registered with the 
State of California the State of Utah, the SEC, or any other regulatory body to solicit or manage 
clients* fimds at the times M&M paid the Sales Commissions and Management Fee in 
connection with tts raising of investment capital by Evolution/Bosh on behalf of M&M. As a 
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result of the payaSShch Sales Commission and Management Fee to Bosh/Evolution, upon 
information and^M&M paid an unregistered selling agent(s) a commission from the 
money they raise&IK&intiffs. 
89. AilSfeged above, according to the express terms of each Plaintiffs Investor 
Agreement all ifefot fimds provided by Plaintiffs to M&M pursuant to the Investor 
Agreement werei&sed for the sole and exclusive purpose of funding payday loans by M&M 
to its customers. fUestor Agreements of Plamtiffs contain no exception for the payment of 
any Sales Comnri&r Management Fee to Bosh (and/ or Evolution) out of the investment 
fimds provided tcfS 
90* C&SPlaintiffs have made a written request to M&M asking for the return of 
the combined pr|pniount of investment fimds which those Plaintiffs have paid to M&M 
under their res$& Investor Agreements. To date, M&M has provided no response 
whatsoever to tKMntiffs* requests. Upon information and belief M&M has likewise 
ignored and/or r ^ v e r a l similar requests by other Investors. 
Summary ofDe$&* Misrepresentations 
91. DSSte represented that funds invested with M&M were earning and would 
continue to earn&gdinary annual returns in the form of the monthly Fee Payments (Le. 
interest payment^ monthly,. 
92. Diffts* promise to make the monthly Fee Payments in the agreed-upon 
amounts to eacbg&r was a blatant misrepresentation because M&M was not capable of 
generating profitfiSs use of the investment funds in amounts sufficient to cover payment of 
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the scheduled moxfMy Fee Payments M&M owed to its Investors, without the operation of a 
Ponzi scheme,. 
93. Fu£Her, Defendantshad no reasonable basis to believe, based on their knowledge 
of M&M's finandaP performance and revenues generated during prior months, that M&M would 
generate a suffickit amount of revenues fiom its business operations for M&M to fulfill the Fee 
Payment obligatiGsowed to each of its Investors under the Investor Agreements, 
94. D#ndants further misrepresented to the Investors that, according to the terms of 
the Investor Agistments and representations repeatedly made by Defendants, all investment 
funds provided bythe Investors to M&M pursuant to the Investor Agreements would be used by 
-M&M for the soleand exclusive purpose of funding payday loans to its customers. 
95. Defendants knew, however, at the times they made such promises to the Investors 
that, contrary to Efefendants* representations and promises, the investment funds provided by the 
Investors were tefiig used by M&M for purposes other than the funding of payday loans to 
customers. 
96. DdSndants failed to disclose to the Investors, including Plaintiffs, prior to the 
times the Investors entered into their respective Investor Agreements with M&M, the existence 
of the ManagemaS Agreement in which M&Magreed to pay Evolution (and/or Bosh) a sales 
commission equal to 10% of the aggregate amount of investment capital raised by Evolution 
(and/or tlirough fie efforts of Bosh) fiom the combined group of Investors, plus an ongoing 
monthly managengnt fee of 1.66% per month of such aggregate investment amount. In direct 
contravention of ssch Plaintiffs Investor Agreement, M&M, upon information and belief, used a 
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portion of the inssstaient funds provided by each Investor to pay the commissions and fees 
M&M owed to E^fiition (and/or Bosh) under the Management Agreement 
97. M$M also used a significant portion of the principal amount of the investment 
funds provided by sach Investor to pay the the monthly Fee Payments M&M owed to its group 
of Investors. Indeed, upon information and belief, beginning in January 2008, at the latest, the 
amount of revenm generated each month from M&M*s customer loans combined with the 
remaining principal amount of all investment funds provided by Investors to M&M prior to that 
time was insufEdfeit to cover the aggregate amount of the monthly Fee Payment obligations 
owed by M&M tothe Investors. 
98. Accordingly, beginning in January 2008, at the latest, Defendants investment 
program operated as a Ponzi scheme, i.e. a scheme whereby M&M paid the monthly Fee 
Payments to the investors (under their respective investor Agreements) from the investment 
monies contributed by other new Investors to M&M (and/or from the principal amount of an 
Investor's own iisestaent monies provided to M&M) and not through the revenue generated by 
M&M through its making of payday loans, 
99. Owg the course of the entire scheme, Defendants used only a fraction of the funds 
raised from Invests to fond payday loans. 
100. WKfe many of the Investors received then4 promised monthly Fee Payments from 
M&M for a period of time under Defendants* fraudulent scheme using the investment funds of 
other Investors md not revenues generated fay customer loans, eventually, beginning in 
approximately mi&Gcfober 2008, shortly after Defendants had solicited and received a large 
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amount of additional investment fimds from several new and existing Investors, M&M ceased 
making any and all scheduled monthly Fee Payments owed to its Investors under the Investor 
Agreements. 
10L Defendants have recently admitted feat M&M's business model at present cannot 
nor at any time cosfd support the return on investment Defendants promised to the Investors and 
that M&M there&ce has no ability whatsoever to fulfill the obligations it owes to the Investors 
under the Investor Agreements. 
102. Defendants have refused to comply with several requests from Investors asking 
for a return of the principal amount of their investments. Defendants have also represented to the 
Investors that, at most, the Investors may be repaid the principal amount of their investment in 
M&M but are unwilling or unable to state when such refunds may be made. 
Control Person IMMHty of Individual Defendants 
\ 03. Ro&inson, at all relevant times hereto, was the President of M&M and is therefore 
a control person m defined in the Secuiities Act [15 U.S.C. § 770], the Exchange Act, Section 
20(a) [15 U.S.C. § 78t], and in Utah Code Ami. § 61-1-22(4). 
104. Bosfi, at all relevant times hereto, was a Manager of Evolution and is therefore a 
control person as defined in the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. § 770], the Exchange Act, Section 
20(a) [15 U.S.C. §78t], and in Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-22(4). 
105. Upzm information and belief, Robinson had knowledge of the misrepresentations 
and omissions alfeged herein, and participated and/or aided in the offering and sales of the 
investment contract securities to Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
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106. As life President of M&M, Robinson directed and controlled, directly or 
indirectly, the maegement and policies of M&M, including those of its investment arm, and the 
actions of Evolufis (and/or Bosh, Benson and Smith) who were raising money for M&M 
through file offeri^r described herein. 
107. Upssfcinformation and belief, Bosh had knowledge of the misrepresentations and 
omissions allegeS Herein, and participated and/or aided in the offering and sales of the 
investment contra£Securities to Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
108. BesDn, at all relevant times hereto, was a Manager of Evolution and is therefore 
a control person asdefined in the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. § 770], the Exchange Act, Section 
20(a) [15 U.S.C. §Mtl and in Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-22(4). 
109. Upas information and belief, Benson had knowledge of the misrepresentations 
and omissions atlged herein, and participated and/or aided in the offering and sales of the 
investment contr^securities to Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
110. SuSli, at all relevant times hereto up until his conviction and subsequent 
incarceration on Giabout March 6, 2008, was a Manager of Evolution and is therefore a cojatrol 
person as defmed&the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. § 770], the Exchange Act, Section 20(a) [15 
U.S.C. § 78t], ancgfcUtah Code Ann. § 61-1-22(4). 
111. Up^information and belief, Smith had knowledge of the misrepresentations and 
omissions alleges! Kerein, and participated and/or aided in the offering and sales of the 
investment eontrat&eeurities to Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
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FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Brack of Express and Oral/Implied Contracts—Against M&M) 
112. PlaitSFs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint 
113. Acmding to the terms of the express, oral, and implied agreements set forth in 
the general alleciisns, Defendants were obligated to use Investors' money in a prescribed 
manner, make parents to Investors as set forth herein, and act in other required ways. 
114. Ttelnvestors have performed all of the obligations it owed to Defendants 
pursuant to the tern of the parties* agreements. 
115. DeShdants failed to make Fee Payments in the required amounts in breach of the 
Investor Agreeing. 
116. D^Sidants failed to use Investors* money in accordance with the parties' 
agreement, includig, without limitation Paragraph 2 of each Plaintiffs Investor Agreement 
117. Mffifs failure to timely perform its obligations under the parties* agreements as 
set forth in the Ge^ral Allegations constitutes a material breach thereof. 
118. As ^ direct and proximate result of Defendants* breaches of fee parties' 
agreements, Invefctes have been damaged in an amount to be proven at trial. 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations of Sections 5(a) and 5(c) of the Securities Act 
(Sale of Unregistered Securities—Against All Defendants) 
119. PlaMifis reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
120. In soliciting Plaintiffs* investments in M&M, Defendants directed numerous 
contacts aad comnamications to Plaintiffs by mail, telephone, facsimile and/or email. 
121. No .registration statement was filed or in effect with the SEC pursuant to the 
Securities Act ami no exemption from registration exists with respect to the securities and 
transactions descri&ed herein. 
122. Sii&e, upon information and belief, at least June 2007 through the present, 
Defendants, direc% and indirectly, have been: (a) making use of the means or instruments of 
transportation or communication in interstate commerce or of the mails, including emails, to sell 
securities as described herein, through the use or medium of a prospectus or otherwise; (b) 
carrying securities sr causing such securities, as described herein, to be carried through the mails 
or in mterstate commerce, by any means or instruments of transportation, for the purpose of sale 
or delivery after sale; and/or (c) maldng use of the means or instruments of transportation or 
communication in mterstate commerce or of the mails, including emails, to offer to sell or offer 
to buy through the ase or medium of any prospectus or otherwise, as described herein, without a 
registration statement having been filed or being in effect with the SEC as to such securities. 
123. By season of the foregoing, Defendants, directly and indirectly, have violated, and 
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unless enjoined^ will continue to violate Sections 5(a) and 5(c) of the Securities Act, 15 U.S.C. 
§§77e(a)and77e(c). 
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations of Section 17(a)(1) of the Securities Act 
(Antifraud violations—Against all Defendants) 
124. Plaintifis reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
125. From at least June 2007 through the present, Defendants, in connection with the 
offer and sale of securities, by the use of the means and insti'uments of transportation and 
communication in interstate commerce or by the use of the mails, including emails, directly and 
indirectly, have employed and are employing devices, schemes and artifices to defraud. 
126. Defendants knew or were reckless in not knowing of the activities described 
above. 
127. By reason of the activities herein described, the Defendants have violated and are 
violating Section 17(a)(1) of the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. §77q(a)(l)]. 
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations of Section 17(a)(2) and 17(a)(3) of the Securities Act 
(Antifraud violations—Against all Defendants) 
128. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
129. From at least June 2007 through the present, Defendants, in connection with the 
offer and sale of securities, by the use of the means and instruments of transportation and 
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communication inSsterstate commerce or by the use of the mails, including emails, directly and 
indirectly, have ofeihed and are obtaining money and property by means of untrue statements of 
material fact or ois&sxons to state material facts necessary in order to make the statements made, 
in light of the circsmstances under which they were made, not misleading, and have engaged and 
are engaging in fansactions, practices or courses of business which have operated and will 
operate as a fraud asid deceit upon Investors, 
By reason of the asSvities herein described, the Defendants have violated and are violating 
Sections 17(a)(2) md 17(a)(3) of the Securities Act [15 IIS.C. §77q(a)(2) and §77q(a}(3)], 
BOBTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
VMations of Section 10(b) of the Exchange Act and Rule 10b-5 
(Antifraud violations—Against all Defendants) 
130. PMitiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
131. Freea at least June 2007 through the present, Defendants, in connection with the 
offer and sale of sssurities, directly and indirectly, by the use of the means and instrumentalities 
of interstate com&erce or of the mails, including emails, have employed and are employing 
devices, schemes md artifices to defraud; have made and are malcing untrue statements of 
material fact and Save and are omitting to state material facts necessary in order to make the 
statements made, m light of the circumstances under which they were made, not misleading; and 
have engaged and sore engaging in acts, practices and courses of business which operated as a 
fraud and deceit ugsn Investors. 
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132. Defendants knew or were reckless in not knowing of the activities described 
above, 
133. By season of the activities herein described, the Defendants have violated and are 
violating Section 10(b) of the Exchange Act [15 ILS.C. §§78j(b)] and Rule 10b-5 [17 C.F.R. 
§240.10b-5] promulgated thereunder, 
SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations, and Aiding and Abetting Violations, of Section 15(c)(1) Of The Exchange Act, 
X5U.S.C §78o(c)(l), And Rule 10b-3,17 CF.R. §240.10b-3 
(Antifraud violations by Brokers—Against Evolution, Bosh, Benson, and Smith) 
134. Plaktiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint 
135. Evolutions, including its Managers, Bosh, Benson and Smith (collectively, the 
"Broker Defenda&s"), engaged and are engaging in the business of effecting transactions in 
securities for the accounts of others, and therefore were and are brokers within the meaning of 
Section 3(a)(4) oMe Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. §78c(a)(4). 
136. The Broker Defendants, while acting as brokers, directly or indirectly, by use of 
the mails, inchid&sg emails, or the means or instrumentalities of interstate commerce, has 
effected and is ejecting transactions in, and has induced and attempted to induce and are 
attemptmg to indite the purchase or sale of, securities by means of manipulative, deceptive, or 
other fraudulent devices or contrivances, including: (a) acts, practices, and courses of business 
that operated or wanld have operated as a fiaud or deceit upon any person, including persons to 
whom the Broker Defendants offered and/or sold securities; and (b) making untrue statements of 
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material fact and (omissions to state a material fact necessary, in order to make the statements 
made, in light of tfes circumstances under which they were made, not misleading with knowledge 
or reasonable gromds to believe that such statements are untrue or misleading. 
137. Asgart of and in furtherance of this violative conduct, Broker Defendants offered 
and/or sold securities by making the material misrepresentations and omissions set forth herein. 
138, Brofer Defendants knew, were reckless in not knowing, or had reasonable 
grounds to believe that said representations or omissions were false or misleading, 
139. By reason of the foregoing, Broker Defendants violated, and, unless restrained 
and enjoined, wiliagain violate Section 15(c)(1) of the Exchange Act, 15 TIS.C. §78o(c)(l), and 
Rule 10b-3,17 CJSvR. §240.10b-3. 
140, By season of the foregoing, Robinson aided and abetted, and, unless restrained 
and enjoined, wiS again aid and abet, Broker Defendants' violations of Section 15(c)(1) of the 
Exchange Act, 15U.S.C §78o(c)(l), and Rule 10b-3,17 C.F.R. §240.10b-3. 
SEVENTH CAUSE Off ACTION 
Violations of Section 15(a) of the Exchange Act, 15 TJ.S.C. §78o(a) 
(Registration violations by Brokers—Against Broker Defendants) 
141. Plaiitiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
142, Eatfi of Broker Defendants, when he/it was neither registered with the SEC as a 
broker nor a property licensed associated person of a registered broker-deafer, made use of the 
mails, including emails, or means and instrumentalities of interstate commerce to effect 
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transactions in, or fe> induce or attempt to induce the purchase or sale of securities. 
143. Dis&g the time of the transactions and events alleged in this Complaint, Broker 
Defendants were neither registered with the SEC as a broker nor properly licensed to sell 
securities as an associated person of any registered broker-dealer. 
144. By reason of the foregoing, Broker Defendants violated and, unless restrained and 
enjoined, will agala violate Section 15(a)(1) of the Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. §78o(a)(l). 
EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations, and Aiding and Abetting Violations, of Section 15(b) of the Exchange Act and 
Rule 15b7-l thereunder, 15 U.S.C. § 78o(b) and 17 GF.R. § 240.15b7-l 
(Use of Unregistered Salespersons -Against Broker Defendants) 
145. Pls&rfifis reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint 
146. As a result of the conduct set forth above. Broker Defendants willfully violated 
Section 15(b) of Hie Exchange Act and Rule 15b7-l promulgated thereunder, 15 U.S.C. § 78o(b) 
andl7C.FJEL§240.15b7-L 
147. Defendants Robinson aided and abetted Broker Defendants' violations of Section 
15(b) of the Exchange Act and Rule 15b7-l promulgated thereunder, 15 U.S.C. § 78o(b) and 17 
OF.R.§24G.15b?4. 
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NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations, and Aiding and Abetting Violations, of Section 15(b) of the Exchange Act and 
Rules 15bl-l and 15b3-l thereunder, 15 U.&C. § 78o(b) and 17 GFJL §§ 24(U5bl-l, 
240.15b3«l 
Undisclosed Control Persons -Against Broker Defendants) 
148. Plafatiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint 
149. Broker Defendants failed to disclose to the SEC, as required, that Smith exercised 
control, directly e? indirectly, over Broker Defendants' management and policies, through 
agreement or otherwise, and that Smith had been convicted on felony tax fraud charges, 
150. As a result, Broker Defendants violated Section 15(b) of the Exchange Act, 15 
U.S.C. § 78o(b), and Rules 15bl-l and 15b3-l promulgated thereunder, and 17 C.FJR. §§ 
240.15bl-l,240.15b3-l. 
TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Violation of State Securities Law -Against all Defendants) 
151. Plalatiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
152. The Investor Agreements that Defendants sold or provided to Pfainfifts and the 
other Investors constitute investment contract "securities" within the meaning of Section 
61-l-13(24)(a) of the Utah Uniform Securities Act, Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-1, et seq. 
153. At all relevant times herein, each of the Defendants was a ''person** within the 
meaning of UtahGade Ann. § 61-1-13(19). 
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154. Ndi&er Plaintiffs* Investor Agreements nor the Investor Agreements of any other 
Investor was regi^red pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-1 et seq, and such Agreements were 
not exempted nor were they a federal covered security for which a notice was filed pursuant to 
Utah Code Ann. §£M-15.5. 
155. In ^ mnection with inducing Plaintifis and each of the other Investors to provide 
investment funds to M&M, acting individually and in concert, directly and indirectly, 
Defendants enga^d and participated in and/or aided and abetted a continuous course of conduct 
and conspiracy fc» misrepresent and to conceal adverse material facts, as specified herein. 
Defendants usedgreans and instrumentalities of interstate and intrastate commerce or the mails 
(a) to employ a sfevice, scheme or artifice to defraud the individual Investors, or (b) to obtain 
their money or psperfy by means of untrue statements of material fact (or by omitting to state 
material facts naa&ssary in order to avoid misleadhig the mvestors), or (c) to engage in 
transactions, prac&es or courses of business operating as a fraud or deceit upon the investors, in 
violation of UtahCbde Ann. §§ 61-1-1 and 61-1-2. 
156. Ddendants are liable as direct participants in and/or as aiders and abettors of the 
wrongs complaint of herein. Defendants were able to (and did) control, directly or indirectly, 
the content of tfe public statements and other statements disseminated by M&M, within the 
meaning of UtahCbde Annotated § 61-l-22(4)(a). 
157. In particular, Defendants made the material misrepresentations and/or omissions 
set forth in the fcsfgoing paragraphs of this Complaint. 
158. By felling to inform Plaintiffs or any of the other Investors of material facts, 
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Defendants omitfellto state material facts necessary in order to avoid misleading Plaintiffs and 
the other Investor The material misrepresentations and omissions described herein were 
intentionally or r&Slessly made, 
159. Inriiance upon the above material misrepresentations, and lulled by the above 
material misrepresentations or omissions, the Investors, including Plaintiffs, executed their 
respective InvestojAgreeinents and thereby invested in M&M. 
160. Bo$k Robinson, Benson and Smith committed and knowingly aided and abetted 
the violations of 5M's securities laws as set forth in this claim for relief. Moreover, each were 
"controlling person within the meaning of the applicable securities laws. Among other things, 
Bosh, Robmson, Saison and Smith aided and abetted Evolution and M&M and otliers in the sale 
of the Investor Agreements to the Investors, Due to their management positions these 
Defendants directef the management and policies of Evolution, M&M and others. 
161. Atall relevant times, each of the Defendants controlled Evolution and M&M„ and 
are, therefore, johffy and severally liable to Plaintiffs. 
162. Dcffindants have violated Sections 61-M and 614-22 of the Utah Uniform 
Securities Act, asRPIaintiffs are entitled to recover damages from the Defendants in an amount 
to be determined it trial, together with interest from the date of payment, plus costs and 
reasonable a t torn^ fees. 
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163. AdBifonally, pursuant to Section 61-1-22(2), Utah Code Ann., Defendants should 
be required to pagrto Plaintiffs three times the consideration paid by Plaintiff pursuant to the 
Investor Agreemeife as investment funds in M&M, together with interest, costs, and attorneys* 
fees. 
ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(CivilTioIatioH of 18 U.S.C. § 1961, ef seq. - Against all Defendants) 
164. PlahtifFs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of (his 
Complaint* 
165. At&fl. times herein, each Defendant was a "person" as defined by 18 U.S.C. § 
1961(3). 
166. BaA Defendant was an enterprise engaged in interstate or foreign commerce, or 
the activities of \$£ch affected interstate or foreign commerce, as defined by U.S.C. § 1962(b). 
167. Pusnant to 18 U.S.C. § 1962(b), Defendants engaged in a pattern of racketeering 
activity, including the sale of fraudulent securities, acts of mail fraud and acts of wire fraud as 
described above, defendants operated and sold investments in M&M; conducted the fraudulent 
schemes in whidh they directed M&M and other individuals and entities to engage; and 
concealed their foudulent activities, thereby permitting the Defendants to continue to operate 
and wrongfully p*tftt from M&M. 
168. AUtt times herein, each of the Defendants engaged in an "enterprise" within the 
meaning of 18 U,££. §§ 1961(4), 1962(c). 
169. Th&enterprise came into being with the creation of M&M's investment arm and 
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the appointment sff Evolution (and/or Bosh) as the manager and or agent thereof continued 
thereafter as eaclmffthe Defendants participated in the scheme to fraudulently solicit investments 
in M&M, which constituted fraudulent sales of securities. 
170. Thssughout the course of the events described in. this Complaint, Defendants 
conducted, controlled, or participated in the enterprise affairs, including playing a part in 
directing those affifrs, as corporate officers, leading formulators of the fraudulent scliemes, and 
key executors of fce schemes on behalf of the enterprise, by engaging in a series of illegal acts, 
defined as "racketeering activity" by 18 U.S.C, § 1961(1), including the fraudulent sale of 
securities, mail frsd, and wire fraud. 
171. Thtse acts were all related to one another in that they advanced the objects of the 
conspiracies desen&ed herein, in which Defendants played major roles. 
172. Defeidants engaged in the sale of fraudulent securities and engaged in schemes to 
defraud investors Bid to deprive Plaintiffs of assets and funds. 
173. Eacfe of these schemes was furthered through the use of United States Mail or of 
the intotsMo wires. Each such transaction constitutes mail fraud under 18 U.S.C. § 1341 or of 
wire fraud under 1&U.S.C. § 1343 and is, therefore, a separate racketeering act 
174. At rff times herein, there existed a racketeering enterprise within the meaning of 
18 U.S.C. §§ 196$ $>) and 1962(c) engaged in interstate or foreign commerce whose activities 
affected interstatessr foreign commerce. 
175. The acts alleged above constituted primary violations of 18 U.S.C. § 1962 (b) 
and/or (c), 
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176. Defendants agreed to participate in the racketeering affairs of the enterprise when 
they agreed to the activities described in this Complaint In so agreeing, Defendants also agreed 
to commit two or more predicate acts, and Defendants committed multiple acts of securities, mail 
and wire fraud. 
177. Plamtifls suffered injury to its person or property as a proximate result of the 
primary violation 5i an amount to be proven at trial. Defendants are also liable to Plaintiff for 
damages in the amount of three times the actual damages so proven. 
TWELFTH CAUSE OE ACTION 
(Civil Violation of U.C.A. 76-1Q-1601, efcseq. - Against all Defendants) 
178. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint 
179. At all times herein, each of the Defendants was a "person" as defined by Utah 
CodeAnn.§ 76-18-1602(3). 
180. At all times herein, each of the Defendants engaged in an "enterprise" within the 
meaning of Utah Code Ann, § 76-10-1602(1). 
181. Th& enterprise came into being with the creation of M&M's investment arm and 
the appointment of Evolution (and/or Bosh) as the manager and or agent thereof and continued 
thereafter as each of the Defendants pailicipated in the scheme to ftaudulently solicit investments 
inM&M. 
182. Pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1603, Defendants engaged in a pattern of 
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unlawful activity* within the meaning of Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1602(2), including the 
unlawful sale of fraudulent securities, acts of mail fraud, and aets of wire fraud as described 
above: Defendants operated M&M, conducted the fraudulent schemes in which they directed 
M&M and other entities to engage, and concealed then* fraudulent activities, thereby permitting 
Defendants to coi^uiue to operate and wrongfully profit from M&M and other entities, 
183. Thioughout the course of the events described in this Complaint, Defendants 
conducted, conftcffed, or participated in the enterprise affairs, including playing a part in 
directing those aiiurs, as corporate officers, leading formulators of the fraudulent schemes, and 
key executors of feose schemes on behalf of the enterprise, by engaging in a series of illegal acts, 
including the fraudulent sale of securities, mail fraud, and wire fraud. 
184. Thsse acts were all related to one another in that they advanced the objects of the 
fraudulent activitfes described herein, in which Defendants played major roles. In this manner, 
each of the Defendants engaged in an unlawful conspiracy, in violation of Utah Code Ann. § 
640-1603(4). 
185. Eadi Plaintiff suffered injury to its person or property as a proximate result of the 
primary violation m an amoimt to be proven at trial. Defendants are also liable to Plaintiffs for 
damages in the amount of two times the actual damages so proven, in addition to the costs of 
suit, including reasonable attorneys1 fees. 
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THIRTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Civil Conspiracy -Against all Defendants) 
186. thshfifis reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
187. Ddindants knowingly joined and agreed to a plan to obtain money from Plaintiffs 
under false preten&s and in violation of applicable law. 
188. Ddindants combined with each other to make the misrepresentations and 
omissions describe in this Complaint. 
189. Eaifi of the misrepresentations and omissions described herein and the 
transactions whichled to them were overt acts undertaken in fiiitherance of these conspiracies. 
190. Asa direct result, Plaintiffs have been damaged in an amount to be proven at trial. 
191. Ba®d on Defendants' intentional and malicious conduct, Plamtififs also are 
entitled to recovergunitive damages from Defendants. 
FOURTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Common Ls^r Fraud and/or Negligent Misrepresentation ~ Against all Defendants) 
192. FMhtifts reallege and incorporate by reference ths o&er paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
193. BdSndants, individually or collectively participated in or made each of the 
misrepresentationeand omissions described in the foregoing sections of this Complaint 
194. Eadiof the omissions described above are related to a material matter and the 
Defendants had adhty to speak to Plaintiffs with regard to each of the omissions for at least the 
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following reasons 
a. The disclosure of these omissions was necessary in order to prevent the 
affirmative representations made with respect to the investment from being misleading. 
b. The omissions were facts basic to the solicitation, marketing, and 
procuring of the investments themselves. 
c. Defendants made misleading partial representations with respect to the 
same subject matter as the omissions referenced herein, 
d. Defendants actively and intentionally concealed and omitted facts from 
Plaintiff. 
195. Each of these misrepresentations and omissions concerned a then existing 
material fact The material misrepresentations were false and Defendants knew each of these 
misrepresentations were false. Each of these misrepresentations and omissions were made for 
the purpose of kducing Plaintiffs to rely on the misrepresentation and/or omission so that 
Plaintiffs would provide investment funds to Defendants. 
196. In &e alternative, Defendants should have known that the representations made to 
Plaintiffs were false, and Defendants were negligent in acquiring or communicating information 
to Plaintiffs. Defendants also had a pecuniary interest in all of the affairs of M&M, and had 
superior knowledge of the subject matter of the misrepresentations and omissions made to 
Plaintiffs. 
197. Plaintiffs were ignorant of the falsity of each of these misrepresentations aiad 
omissions, and tfasy reasonably relied on these misrepresentations and omissions. 
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198. Asmdirect, proximate, and foreseeable result of Plaintiffs* reasonable reliance on 
these misrepresenMons and omissions, Plaintiffs were damaged in an amount to be determined 
at trial. 
199. As^aresult of the fraud, negligent misrepresentations, and omissions made by the 
Defendants, Plaitfiffs have been damaged in an amount to be determined at trial 
200. Basd on Defendants' malicious, wanton, and intentional behavior, Plaintiffs also 
are entitled to recsser punitive damages from Defendants. 
FIFTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Conversion - Against all Defendants) 
201. Plaiitifis reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
202. Ddindants were obligated to (a) keep each Plaintiffs investment funds in a 
separate, segregatef sub account owned exclusively by such Plaintiff and (b) use the investment 
funds from such siB accounts only for the funding of payday loans. 
203. DeSndants diverted Plaintiffs' funds and used them for other purposes as set forth 
above and failed teSieep the funds in segregated subaccounts. 
204. PlshiSffs have demanded return of the diverted funds and hereby again demand 
return of those finrik 
205. Delmdants have refused to return the diverted funds. 
206. By Reason of the foregoing, Defendants, with the intent to wrongftiUy appropriate 
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and assume ownership of the diverted fends* have intentionally assumed and exercised the right 
of ownership overthe diverted funds to the exclusion of the Plaintiffs* rights of ownership, 
207. Sudi taking and continued exercise of the right of ownership over the diverted 
funds was and is wrongful, Intentional, and malicious. 
208. Pfemtiffs hereby request that the Court declare that Defendants have converted 
the diverted funds and award to Plaintiffs damages in an amount equal to the diverted fends. 
209. The-actions constituting conversion by Defendants have bcQii taken with an intent 
indicating malice, fraud, and/or wanton disregard for the rights of Plaintiffs. Therefore, 
Plaintiffs are entitled to punitive damages. 
SIXTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Unjust Enrichment- Against all Defendants) 
210. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
211. Defendants received Plaintiffs* monies in exchange for the worthless promise of 
the monthly Fee S&yments by M&M. 
212. Acceptance and retention by Defendants of the monies Plaintiffs paid under 
Plaintiffs' Invested Agreements is inequitable insofar as it deprives Plaintiffs of funds that 
rightfully belong fo them. 
213. By reason of Defendants* unjust enrichment, Plaintiffs sustained damages in an 
amount to be determined at trial. 
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214. Pla&rtifis are entitled to recover the amounts they paid to Defendants pursuant to 
the parties' agreements, plus interest 
SEVENTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Declaratory Relief-Against all Defendants) 
215. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint, 
216. This action has been brought by Investors to among other things determine the 
claims and rights <tf each of the investors in M&M and other related entities and/or persons. 
217. Thaj is an appropriate action for this Court to declare the respective rights of the 
parties and the ownership in and to the assets in possession and control of Defendants. 
218. Plaintiffs request that the Court declare the rights of the Investors with respect to 
then investments md the assets of Defendants. 
EIGHTEENTH CAUSE Off ACTION 
(Constructive Trust) 
219. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
220. Bas^d on the allegations set forth above in the General Allegations* Defendants 
improperly received monies from Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
221. Defendants improperly retained the benefits of their wrongful acts. 
222. Defendants were unjustly enriched by their wrongful acts, 
223. The specific monies wrongfully retained by Defendants are traceable to 
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Defendants bank accounts based on each of the wires or numbered checks written by the 
Investors, includfi^PIaintiffs, and deposited by Defendants. 
224. IhjiHtice would result if Defendants were able to keep monies that rightfully 
belong to Plaintif&and the other Investors. 
225. A constructive trust should be imposed on the accounts of Defendants over any 
monies or assets received by Defendants. 
NINETEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Accounting - Against M&M) 
226. PteMffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of tliis 
Complaint. 
227- Asmvestors in M&M, who, pursuant to the terms of their respective Investor 
Agreements hold 3 security interest in M&M's account receivables equal in value to 1he 
aggregate amountof investment funds PlaintifFs provided to M&M, Plaintiffs are entitled to an 
accounting pursum£to their Investor Agreements. 
228. Plsfatiffs seeks and are entitled to a full accounting to determine, without 
limitation, whetharand to what extent (a) the individual Defendants, Robinson, Bosh, Bens;on 
and Smith, receinal commissions, fees, distributions or any other compensation from M&M 
using a portion sf investment monies Plaintiff provided to M&M; and/or (b) Plaintiffs* 
investment monies were used by M&M for any purpose other than to fund payday loans to 
M&M's customer contrary to the terms of the Investor Agreements of PlaintifFs and 
Defendants representations that all of Plaintiffs' investment funds in M&M would be used solely 
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and exclusively fertile funding of payday loans. 
TWENTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Temporary Restraining Order/Ihjuiictive Relief) 
22$, Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
23& Upon information and belief Defendants continue to use the investment 
funds provided by Plaintiffs to M&M for purposes other than the funding of payday loans, in 
violation of the terms of Plaintiffs' Investor Agreements and contrary to the repeated 
representations ir#de by Defendants, including, without limitation, the payment of M&M's 
operating expense the payment of salaries or fees to employees, management personnel or 
outside consultant accountants, and attorneys, and/or for other purposes not permitted by the 
Investment Agreements* 
235.. Because of Defendants5 actions as set forth herein, unless the Court issues 
a preliminary mjussstion, Plaintiffs will suffer irreparable harm as a result of Defendants' actions. 
23E The prospective ham* incurred by Plaintiffs far outweighs any damages 
that may be causei!ft> Defendants if the Court issues a preliminary injunction. 
231L The preliminary injunction, if issued, will not be adverse to the public 
interest. 
234. A substantial likelihood exists that Plaintiffs will prevail on the merits of 
this matter or, at m minimum, this case presents serious issues on the merits that should be the 
subject of further ffigation. 
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235. Tills Court should therefore issue a preliminary injunction consistent with 
the relief requested below. 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
ThePIaintigs, individually and in their representative capacities, respectfully demand a 
trial by jury of any Issue triable of right by a jury. 
PRAYER FORRELIEF 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment in its favor as follows: 
A. Under all causes of action, for judgment against Defendants, jointly and severs lly, 
hi an amount to be determined at trial. 
B. Judgment in favor of Plaintiffs against the Defendants jointly and severally for 
compensatory damages in an amount to be shown at trial; 
C. Judgment in favor of Plaintiffs against each Defendant severally for punitive 
damages in an amount warranted by the proof at trial; 
D. Enfcy of an Order granting a preliminary injunction freezing the assets of 
Defendants and enjoining the use by Defendants of any portion of Plaintiffs* investment funds, 
or enjoining Defendants from taking any action which may impair the ability of the Investors to 
recover their money or assets and mandating, among other things, the appointment of a trustee to 
work in connection with Defendants to preserve assets and generate revenue for the Investors. 
E. En&y of a permanent injunction, enjoining Defendants from taking any action 
which may impair Ihe ability of the Investors to recover their money or assets and appointing a 
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trustee to work insonnection with Defendants to preserve assets and generate revenue for the 
Investors. 
R En&f of an Order imposing a constructive trust over all of the accounts and 
information of theDefendants relative to the Investors to preserve the assets. 
G. Enfey of an Order declaring the respective rights and relationships of the Plaintiffs 
and the other investors, as an unincorporated association, a partnership, or other business entity, 
and further setting forth the constituents and interests in such business entity; 
H. Ju^ment in favor of Plaintiffs for costs, including discretionary costs and 
reasonable attorneys fees; and 
I. Suc& other relief as may be available under law or equity as the Court deems just. 
DATED this 24th<&ty of December, 2008, 
STUCKI STEELE PIA & ANDERSON 
ClayStucki 
Joseph G. Pia 
Mark H.Richards 
By: /s/CiavW. Stucki 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS 
Plaintiffs Address: 
299 South Main Steet 
Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Uti& 84111 
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EXHIBITS 
0C735 
EXHIBIT N 
W UTAH 
Nathan S. Dorius (8977) 
Joseph G. Pia (9945) 
STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON & RENCHER 
299 South Main Street 
Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Telephone: (801) 961-1300 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
Attorneys for Money & More Investors, LLC 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LARRY O. BOSH, an individual, and D. 
SHAWN BENSON, an individual 
Defendants. 
THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF 
Money & More Investors, LLC, on behalf of 
the individual victims, including the 
Members of: ABUNDANT ENTERPRISES, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; A-
LIST ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; ANGELES, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; APG 
ENTERPRISES, INC., a Utah corporation; 
ASHLEIGH SOPHIA, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; ATLAS CAPITAL 
MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; BC HAVEN LIMITED, 
L.P., a Utah limited partnership; CACHE 
CAPITAL, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; DINERG- UNLIMITED, LLC 
fife/a GROUP 88, LLC, a Florida limited 
REPLY TO STATE'S OBJECTION TO 
MONEY & MORE INVESTORS, LLC 
REQUEST TO SUBMIT, 
AND 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO INTERVENE 
Case No. 090403630 
Judge Howard 
liability company; FENIX FINANCIAL, a 
Utah limited liability company; FIRM 
FOUNDATION, a Utah limited liability 
company; FLORIN CAPITAL 
GROUP, LLC, an Arizona limited liability 
company; FORTE VENTURES, LLC, a 
Wyoming limited liability company; 
GLORY AND WEALTH, LLC f/k/a 
JUANG L. LIN, LLC, a Washington limited 
liability company; GOOD ONE 
ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; GREENHOUSE 
CAPITAL, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; GREG JOHNSON, an individual; 
JOHNSON & HELD LTD., a Colorado 
corporation; HAH ENTERPRISES, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company; JDA 
ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; JLPGC, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; JUANG L. LIN, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; 
KARL AXLEGARD, an individual; KM5 
ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; L H BUSINESS 
SOLUTIONS, INC., a Utah corporation; 
LEVERAGE PROPERTIES, INC., a Utah 
corporation; LIFE IS GOOD, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; MAGNOLIA 
DEVELOPMENT Incorporated, a California 
corporation; MEDITERRANEAN 
AVENUE, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; MELANIES MELONS, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company; OPTIMAL 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation; 
ORANGE AND BLUE M&M, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; PAYNE 
FINANCIAL, INC., a Utah corporation; 
PALADIUM INDUSTRIES, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; PAYDAY 
FUNDING GROUP, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; PRATT & 
ASSOCIATES, INC., a Utah corporation; 
PS1 GROUP, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; PS1 GROUP, LLC, a Wyoming 
limited liability company; PSV GROUP, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; 
PROFITABLE SOLUTIONS, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; REAL EQUIYU 
CAPITAL, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; REBEL X DIVERSIFIED, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company; 
RENEGADE BAY, LLC a Wyoming 
limited liability company; RON HELL1 " 
an individual; SPYGLASS 
MANAGEMENT, LLC, a I tah limited 
liability company; SUFRAP. i LC. a I i-..i 
limited liability compan\: i i iRHh PA! > IS, 
LLC, a Wyoming limited liability company; 
TITAN ADVISORS, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; UTAHFILINGS.COM, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; 
UTAH MOUNTAIN, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; VEREDUS CAPITAL, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; 
WESTBROOK FINANCIAL 
INVESTMENTS, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; XSTAR FINANCIAL, 
LLC, a Wyoming limited liability company; 
The law firm of Stucki Steele Pia Anderson & Rencher ("SSPAR"), for and in behalf 
entity comprises those victims included in the caption, hereby files its combined K Ay to the 
State's Objection to Money & More I . -s, LLC's Request to Submit for Decision, ana 
''erandup1 >.'• <i'r>|v o- •! **'oi* U; intervene as follows. The Victims have combined their 
Kopr .!,,.; _\L;in-:a:ida,L iii an eiibrt to consolidate the issues before the Court and avoid 
needless repetition. ' he-v v ••iKtaniiai overlap between the relevant issues. 
INTRODUCTION 
Under Rule 24 of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, the Victims and their assignee 
Money & More, LLC have the right to intervene in this matter both under mandatory and 
permissive intervention standards. The Victims need not establish that they have standing as a 
prerequisite to intervention. Nevertheless, the Victims do have standing and have alleged that 
they have suffered or will suffer a distinct and palpable injury that gives them a personal stake in 
the outcome of this legal dispute. The specific injury is that the Defendants have defrauded the 
Victims out of millions of dollars, and the Victims have now settled with the Defendants on the 
condition that the TRO be dissolved. The State is inexplicably seeking to keep the TRO in place 
and prevent the Victims from enjoying what little remains of their investment in Money & More, 
Inc. ("M&M"). 
The State's persistent and troubling position that the Victims do not have standing in this 
suit makes painfully clear that its primary objective is to exclude the more than 40 entities 
comprising over 330 individual victims of the ponzi scheme undertaken by M&M from having a 
direct voice in this proceeding. The Victims' case against M&M and the Defendants in Utah 
federal court has been ongoing since 2008. Case No. 2:08-cv-00951-TC-BCW (Docket Entry 
No. 97) (J. Campbell) (hereinafter the "Federal Action"). The State's case only recently began. 
Little has been done by the State other than to encumber certain assets owned by Larry Bosh and 
Shawn Benson. The roughly 18 months spent by the Victims in the Federal Action has been 
successful: the Victims have settled with M&M and Gale Robinson (CEO of M&M) and have 
conditionally settled with the Defendants Bosh and Benson pending dissolution of the TRO in 
this case. 
"
 1
 v L' • ; \ i :1 ,:1 I J Cthe) assigned their rights to, are real parties in inte it: : sti i 
mis action ! !^v hive n ri^bi io the assets protected by this Court's Temporary Restraining 
Older. liiatriLjn i* wi iortJiindeta.. ;. . - .^.i*. :\L\- - :i . :.. . ..u, , ; 
particularly in the Victims' Amended Complaint (attached as Exhibit A), and Supr ^nm] -1 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction and Temporary Restraining Order, a copy of whn n is a.iaehed 
;
 '
r , ;
 -* ^ \ ^ ' ' » ' J * •»'-• l ;'« •-:• unlifV ^'T -:•• •. ••. mtitu^ issisne..! their 
rights, claims, anci harms to Money & More Investors. LLC—anewlv formed enpr< crea:ed for 
hired • T-\ TWld McKinnon, irom the long-standing accountancy firm Tanner & i'- to !v 1:L 
Manager of the LLC and to act as a receiver to account for any assets collected."
 t • i:* ..:.. 
I fir McK !•- •-• ~r- -ncrly disbursing assets in an orderly fashion according *o tk, net 
investment oi eacn investor. The Victims are satisfied that this is a fair and reasoned approach to 
The State does not want the Yiotnrs to be IK IKL < .m!> to strue the Victims Motion to 
to ensure that the Victims do not receive the Bosh and Benson u^et* ft is as if the State ^ 
taking a "big brother knows besi p o ^ u ^ ugaiJi.iL the express wisiie^ » - .. . \ icun^ I i.i.-
Should the Court desire that the individual Victims maintain the action here on their own behalves, they 
respectfully request the Court to allow them to substitute the entity with the individual Victims' names. This is 
certainly an unnecessary step, but one worth taking if necessary to satisfy the Court that there is in fact standing, 
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The relationship between the LLC and counsel is straightforward. The LLC hired SSPAR to represent it in all 
legal matters pertaining to gathering assets for and on behalf of the Victims who invested in. M&M 
counterproductive approach does not make any sense. Many of the Victims have lost their life 
savings, have gone bankrupt, and are now destitute because they invested in M&M. The Victims 
want to move on with their lives. The State will not let them. 
The Victims have settled their claims against M&M. They have settled their claims 
against the Defendants in this suit, Larry Bosh and Shawn Benson. The assets should be 
disbursed. This matter should not be painfully and unnecessarily prolonged. The only persons 
hurt by the State's unreasonable position are the Victims themselves who cannot enjoy what little 
remains of their investment and are now forced to incur even more legal costs to argue against 
the State, the one institution that should clearly be on their side. 
ARGUMENT 
I,
 I N T E R V E N T I 0 N I S A^M}FmArIE B E C A U S E T H E VICTIMS HA V E 
AN INTEREST RELATING TO THE PROPERTY AT ISSUE AND THE 
VICTIMS HAVE A CLAIM OR DEFENSE THAT SHARES A COMMON 
QUESTION OF LAW AND WA PT WITH THE STATE'S ACTION 
UtU'i > ; iirliciik - - iiulnrds lor intervention, mandatory 
intervention *md nermissiw intervention. The Victims satisfy both standards. Rule 24 provides 
that anyone shall be pc^n.*.....
 t.. intervene '••.=,--.- • -.ij^.kii.. ;. ;; < *^ ~ -.u^ - --;e 
property or transaction which is the subjecl PM*-** ^r'inn md he is >* situated that the disposition 
01 the action may as a practical matter impair or impede iw* abiJii> h protect thai ii-Lcrc^ i * J: ;^  
i' J< - -sl\ e rule, any one may be permitted to intervene "when 
an applicant'-* U ..iv * . defense and the main action have a question of law or fact in common." 
Utah led. K. i'i\ I'. Mif»). . ' 
Significantly, the broad and inclusive umbrella of Rule 24 does not require the intervenor 
to have stant J1 : . Ui^iu, • ,\* •-. \\ e: t/ J; ..... improvemew * <> • -
2009) ("Rule 24 does not require that intervening p:rues h:we standing only that the> meet 
the criteria listed within the rule.") The case law is pidii; ^at a party seeking to ;;;;erven.: euner 
as a matter < » ' "1 :»( :r1 l1i ' » permissiv ely , need not establish lib uwn standing, in addition to 
meeting Rule 24 s requirements, before the party can. intervene.,." San Juan County v, I Jmited 
Stales, 4,!(i I ill I Vh I }\)i\ l nidi I ii ;mb»; hhaw v II t^i I ^ I I1 il in I h»S ( 4111 < ir, 
1998) (citing Sec. Exch. Comm'n v. United States Re all" <<i Improvement ( 7).. 310 S. 434, 84 
I •. lid. L IU t»0 .V ( 'I. II) I I ,i llMUj). / J ' ^ i . . . . .^; ; \ / : , ~< . ; * . 
1042 (9th Cir. 1994) (holding that a permissive intervenor need not establish standing).3 
Despite there being absolutely no requirement that intervenors establish standing, the 
State in no less than four separate pleadings has complained that the Victims do not have any 
right to appear before the Court because they allegedly have not established standing. (See 
State's Obj. to Money & More Investors LLC's Request to Submit for Decision; State's Opp. to 
Money & More Investors, LLC's Mot. to Strike State's Mot. to Strike; State's Opp. To Money & 
More Investors, LLC's Motion to Strike State's Response to Money & More Investors, LLC's 
Motion for Patial Termination of Restraining Order; State's Motion to Strike Money & More 
Investors, LLC's Motion for Partial Term. Of Restr. Order.). The State is confused about the 
proper application of standing and the rights of the Victims to appear in this matter. 
Nonetheless, as set forth in more detail below, the Victims are proper intervenors and also do in 
fact also have standing in this matter. 
Under Rule 24(a) mandatory intervention, an intervenor must claim an interest relating to 
the property or transaction that is the subject of the action. The interest must be direct, 
substantial, and legally protectable. San Juan County v. United States, 420 F.3d 1197,1207 (10 
Cir. 2005). The Victims readily satisfy these requirements. Their specific, substantial, and 
legally protectable rights are set forth in detail in the Victims Amended Complaint and 
Supplemental Motion for Preliminary Injunction (Exhibits A and B hereto). The direct claims 
against Defendants Larry Bosh and Shawn Benson include violations of Sections 5(a) and 5(c) 
"Because the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure are patterned after the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, where there 
is little Utah law interpreting a specific rule, [the court] may look to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure for 
guidance." Taylor-West Weber Water Improvement Dist. v. Olds, 224 P.3d 709, n.3 (Utah 2009) 
and 17(a)(1), (a)(2), (a)(3) ^f the Securities Act (sale of unregistered, securities and antifraud 
"\ iolations), •• N • * • * v ' • - ' -
(antifraud violat ion^ 1^1 > (' section 78o(eM I .. R ;ie • n * "i I .K section 240.10b-3 
(antifraud vi*« .li.wiis by brokci.i. i x ,wo.:. .; :.v*i .emsiraiii 
15 U.S.C. section /8o(M ana i / C.h.R. section 240.15b7 . unregistered salespersons» i>i _ is 
indisputable that the Victims have been harmed by the Defendants and have cogni/ .i. ^ c «^.-. ;ms 
u g m n ' , • [ 
I he Defendants admi; in their depositions that they raised money from the Victims 
Question: "About how much money do yoi i : * - ii l 
addition to the $7.3 million? 
Answer: . . . It was anywhere between probably $35-45 million." 
(Bosh Depc ' •. .;es are attached hereto as Exhibit % 
Defendants improperly took i lee of S1 .(^% on a monthly basis in violation of the previotxK 
cited statutes ana k . a i a i i u u ,
 v , t ; . , . i ' , • . u ;tii anici^L : .rK-iie\ inup^iopii.. ; 
taken from the Victims was approximately $5.1 minion < ;r/„ n ^4 - A • rhe list ^f 
expenditures made by Bosh and Benson including u l collectible assets is 
listed on Exhibit 38 to their depositions. (Exhibit I),) Those same assets are frozen 'under '"the 
Ccur: s 1 emporaiy Restraining 1 Jrder, and aiv identified •-:i page 2 <• f the State 's Motion ti 
assets.) 
The prope:rty at issue in this civil en rem action is the very property the V ictims claim" 
rights iQm xhus , the Victims are proper hitervenors of right under Rule 24(a). "Interveners of 
right need only an 'interest' in the litigation - not a 'cause of action' or 'permission to sue." San 
Juan County v. United States, 420 F.3d 1197, 12010 (10th Cir. 2005), citing Jones v. Prince 
George's County, 348 F.3d 1014, 1018 (D.C. Cir. 2003). The Victims have settled with the 
Defendants, and a transference of the Defendants' Assets is conditioned only upon this Court 
dissolving the TRO. 
Alternatively, if the Court finds that the Victims are not intervenors of right, the Victims 
are surely "permissive" intervenors under Rule 24(b). The Victims' claims and arguments have 
a confluence of questions of law and fact in common with the State's case. The core questions 
are the fraud and improper money raising by the Defendants. A brief review of the State's 
Motion for Temporary Restraining order and the Victims' Amended Federal Complaint show 
that the facts and circumstances giving rise to the claims and the claims themselves are identical. 
The Court should therefore allow the Victims to intervene. 
H. THE VICTIMS HAVE STANDING 
A. The Victims Have Standing Under Governing Civil Law 
Although standing is not a prerequisite to intervention under Rule 24, Money & More, 
LLC has standing to enter this action on behalf of each of the Victims listed in the caption. The 
Supreme Court of Utah has established that there are two ways in which a party can demonstrate 
standing. Utah Chapter of the Sierra Club v. Utah Air Quality Board, 148 P.3d 975, 979 (Utah 
2006). "The traditional test requires the petitioning party to establish a 'distinct and palpable 
injury.' However, if the petitioning party does not have standing under the traditional lest, that 
party may still have standing if it can demonstrate that it is an appropriate party asserting a 
matter of great public importance," Id. 
I loi ie;j & /]\ lore, I I Chas standing i inde i " both the "traditic nal test" and the "pi iblic • 
Importance test." To fill IIII the mandates of the traditional test, the party must allege "that it has 
outcome of tiv i^ml dispuli* * I'.iah Chapter at'the Sierra < 'lub, at 979-80 (interim!. nations 
omitted); see... . .,.-.,./., ....,*. '•• • .* •* . a;.m\ \ . ^ v i i ^ a 
'three-step inqi liry: (1) the party must claim that it has or will be adversely affected by the 
challenged actions; (2) the party must claim that there is a causal relationship between the Injury 
to the party,4 : .• \^\\ " \ ' 1 .:i!;^v.:' j ! i 
likely to redrc^s ihe iniury canned ia. \ he State rule parallels the test for ArtieL \A standing 
in the federa -• ••• • • < - A i *->. 
The Sierra Club case dealt with a similar issii^ a^  in th^ present case, i.e., whether the 
. . Ac iiocJi iiau iiaiiuiiig to i MI fig an actun. on b^hali ol the indi\ IUUUI iiichiiKrs, or w hether the 
nidi vidua! members had to bring an action in their own n:;s •!, Id. The Supreme Court held that 
"the Club has standing if its individual members have standing," Id. Although an association is 
=
 identical to an I I /C, inth is case each of the indrv idual members listed in the caption (and 
conseciuently the individual members of those entities), formally assigned their rights and claims 
Exhibit F ("It was agreed tb. the investors, would create a Utah limited liability company 
and assign over all of [then:, ngiib m ok. settlement to that entity, and that any payments made 
under the Settlement would be made to that new entity.")4 
The case law is clear: "Assignees of a claim, including assignees for collection, have 
long been permitted to bring suit." Daimler Chrysler Corp., 547 U.S. 332, at 431. Courts allow 
"suit by the assignee of a cause of action even though the assignors expectQ to receive the 
amount recovered in the action, because the assignee, as 'legal holder of the claim,5 is 'the real 
party in interest.'" Id., at 434. The United States Supreme Court makes this principal 
irrefutable: 
History and precedents that we have summarized make clear that courts have long found 
ways to allow assignees to bring suit; that where assignment is at issue, courts-both 
before and after the founding- have always permitted the party with legal title alone to 
bring suit; and that there is a strong tradition specifically of suits by assignees for 
collection. We find this history and precedent well nigh conclusive. 
Id., at 437 (internal citations omitted). The entities listed in the caption invested in M&M on 
behalf of their Members. They are the injured parties and have assigned their rights to Money & 
More Investors, LLC. The LLC is the real party in interest, is literally comprised of the Victims, 
and has standing to bring suit, even if the assignors (the individual Victims) expect to receive the 
amount recovered. 
To facilitate settlement, and to avoid the complexity of having more than 330 separate 
settlement agreements with the Defendants, the Victims assigned their rights and claims to a 
single limited liability company Money & More Investors, LLC in exchange for Membership 
This assignment was made for a simple reason, to facilitate settlement. Imagine the difficulty of attempting to 
negotiate and craft over 40 separate settlement agreements with the entities of which more than 330 individuals are 
members. The LLC and CPA Todd McKinnon are acting in the role of a receiver to collect and properly disburse 
assets in an orderly fashion according to the net investment of each investor. The Victims have agreed on this 
approach. 
shares in the company equal to the amounl of ihc net in\ estment of each Victim in A roney & 
More, inc. A.- -A AH mostponzi scheme case/, ::i,^x i • . * • . i ^<: .., . ..* ,a^ 
investment minus any amounts previously paid to the Victim. On behalf of the Victims, counsel 
formed the company and then the Members through a vote appointed a Manager, li.- . -. < .. 
I\ IcKinnon a Certified Public * ccoi niti intofllie reputable firm Tanner & Co., to receive assets 
much like a "receiver" and then disburse them pro rata to each of the Victims. 
1 he tlucc .iicp analv JU mulei tin inulilional tcsl is satisfied I In1 IJ i' on Ivliiilfnl (lit1 
Victims have claimed that they will be adversely affected if the TRO is not removed and 
moreover have dlrccu:lci'iii:. agaji^i ].;j;c;ida!;;;, ,.arr;. ^ . j . - ; . : ^..r :iiv.iM)j-.-
particularized in Amended Complaint and Supplemental Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
(Exhibits A and B hereto). 
'
 :
- " • - • ,•. > .* . ! . •! • ' .-* „\'. ;r- •', that the Victims have 
settled with the Defendants and uish row it) lake possessor oi the depreciating assets upon the 
court removing the TR 0 "[ I ]he lawfa\ ors the sett1, :r| « Vi 1 i f""" irf ' ^ ^^ "s It Is indeed chilling to 
imagine the conditions that would exist within the judieia" branch of irovernment and society as a 
whole were settlements to be treated with hostility . ' In re E.ii, v K ( ' am iS.C
 3 13 7 P 3 1809 
(Utah 2006). The State's actions to prevent the effectuation of a settlement agreement between 
the Victims and the Defendants that would allow the Victims to move on with their lives, is truly 
chilling. 
The Utah Supreme Court has stated that 'it is a ba ^ \ rule thai the law favors the 
settlement of disputes.5 Such settlements are favorer in ihe law, and should be 
encouraged, because of the obvious benefits accr-: r^]\-+ * the parties, but also to 
the judicial system, 
In re EK, 103 P.3d 177 (Utah App. 2004). The Victims have settled with Money & More, Inc. 
and they have settled with the Defendants in this action. This Court should favor that resolution. 
The State argues that by lifting the TRO and permitting the settlement agreement to take 
effect, somehow this Court becomes a party to the case and comes in direct conflict with the 
State. That argument is nonsense. "[T]he trial court has power to summarily enforce on motion 
a settlement agreement entered into by the litigants while the litigation is pending before it." Id. 
Under the State's logic, anytime the Court rules against it, the Court would be coming in conflict 
with the State's purported rights. Apparently, the only way the Court does not come into conflict 
with the State is by ruling in its favor. This surely cannot be the law. 
There is a causal relationship between the injury the Victims are now suffering (the 
inability to recover from the Defendants) and the challenged action (the TRO). Finally, the relief 
sought by the Victims is removal of the TRO so that the settlement agreement may be carried-
out. Alternatively, the Victims have standing under the second test, on the basis that their rights 
and claims constitute a matter of significant public interest. $47,000,000 worth of investment in 
a California ponzi scheme, largely derived from individuals located in Utah county is surely a 
matter of public interest as is apparent by the State bringing this action in the first place.5 The 
Victims should be heard directly in this case and have standing to appear as a third-party 
plaintiff. 
If the court were to apply the criminal statutes cited previously by the Victims in their Memorandum In Reply to 
State's Opposition to Motion For Partial Termination Of Restraining Order, they clearly are broad enoug;h to 
encompass the Victims and their assignee Money & More Investors, LLC. The Victims incorporate its eirguments 
frnm that Renlv as if fullv set forth herein. 
B. The Victims Should be Permitted to Appear in this Action in Accordance 
with the State's Victimsy Rights Statutes 
have standing on rinnrher independent basis under in J ( riiv Victims Restitution , W ' .T.arv' 
38aoi"Titlc ... . .;aj ,,..,.,..»—: ,;..- ' "* ^ * - "-<- ~ ate argiu^ ., 
have standing because the C \ KA only defines "party " as the prrsean M\ defendam •> 
department involved b a prosecution," (State's Opp \kniu at _-J .\ State omits the fact that 
lit 3 CVR A d*1' •- < :° • ^".- ^ • - : vtermines has suffered pecuniary 
damages as a result ot the dekndani's criminal activities. I tab Code Ann, § 77-38a-102("14Ya). 
petitior ih\< Cmri fhereimdci. flic Victims are interested in the Defendants" assets frozen In the 
TRO v i d\ L\M* ;.o following reasons: (;. i V * ,- ini)$ iu, ~ jruaght a federal lawsun aiuii: v. ine 
i^cicndants on the grounds enumerated above and in Exhibit A. hereto; (b) the Defendants' 
assets were purchased with the proceeds of the Ponzi scheme and are fruits of the crime; and (c) 
upon removing trie I RO. 
"Hie ( -.. - .- ..:• Ii * lh.il illiii" n'|(11ii>visiinins in Ihis pajl n ntieetning tesliliiilinii ml iml 
limit or impair the right of a person injured by a defendant criminal activities to s-*.* and ivro\ er 
damages from the defendant in a civil action." „. Jd. v.v. ; , ^ a , ..:. :.:^ 
State's actions in seeking a TRO and preliminary injunction directly impair their ability to 
recover damages from the Defendants. The Victims have settled their civil claims against the 
Defendants, u*( tb:\ air impmivd in llieii ability ID iravnnl srftlenienl proemls dm1 In Ih • 
continued existence of the TRO. This is particularly egregious because the assets encumbered by 
the TRO, to the Victims' knowledge, represent the sole remaining assets of any value owned by 
the Defendants. Because the TRO inhibits the Victims' ability to recover damages from the 
Defendants, they have standing to challenge the TRO/preliminary injunction under the CVRA. 
The State's argument that the court does not have the power to determine who the 
Victims are under the criminal statutes and make a disbursement of assets, is a red herring. Even 
if the criminal statutes, including sections 77-38a-601, 77-38a-301, 77-38a-202-203, are 
inapplicable in this civil matter, the Victims are not asking the Court to go this far. The Court 
does not need to determine who each of the Victims are or the proper allocation of Defendants' 
assets. That work has already been done by the over 330 Victims themselves and is codified in 
the Settlement Agreement attached hereto as Exhibit G. The TRO is meant to protect the 
Victims. Ironically, it is the Victims who now will be irreparably harmed if the State's TRO is 
not dissolved. See System Concepts v. Dixon, 669 P.2d 421,425 (Utah 1983) (an "[injunction, 
being an extraordinary remedy, should not be lightly granted.55) 
The State's interest is not being usurped by the Victims. The interests of the Victims and 
the State should be the same. Strangely enough, it is the State who is now seeking to improperly 
usurp the rights of the Victims - the right of the Victims to settle their dispute with the 
Defendants and carry on with their lives. The Victims have a stake in this suit and should be 
permitted to intervene. 
I. CONCLUSION 
For the forgoing reasons, the V ictims respect lull) i^iust wiai ino> ; : u u . . :« 
formally inter\ ene in this matter and that the TRO be dissolved. 
DATED this It day of April, 2010. 
STUCKI STEELE PIA ANDERSON & RENCHER 
Joseph G. Pia 
Nathan S. Dorius 
Attorneys for Money & M 
the Victims listed in the caption. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this prday of April, 2010,1 caused to be sent via regular mail, first-class 
postage prepaid, a true and correct copy of the foregoing Reply and Memorandum in Support 
of Motion to Intervene: 
Jeffrey R. Buhman 
Curtis Larson 
Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center Street, Rm. 2100 
Provo, Utah 84606 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Bosh Family Trust 
356 South Main 
Nephi, Utah 84648 
David Shawn & Heidi Benson 
Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
235 South Puerto Drive 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
David & Brooke Poulsen 
638 South 40 East 
Salem, Utah 84653 
Clarence D. Benson 
45 Padre Canyon Drive 
Irivns, Utah 84738 
EXHIBIT O 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
v s . 
LARRY 0 BOSH Et al, 
Defendant. 
^ ; i ,),STRICT COURT - PROV^ r^uaw Juuicia! District Court 
UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH of Utah County, State of Utah 
4f7%7/}Q &£r 
*JZL_-Deputy 2ZZL 
r IINUTES 
ORAIi ARGUMENT 
(Jase No: 090403630 MI 
Judge: FRED D HOWARD 
Datoi April 2 7 2 0 10 
Clerk: miket 
PRESENT 
Plaintiff's Attorney(s): CURTIS L LARSON 
Other Parties; NATHAN S DORIUS 
JOSEPH G PIA 
Audio 
Tape Number; 401 Tape Count: J.U:*-. I JI.'JO 
HEARING 
Counsel address the Court as to Money & More Investors ' Mot: i.on to 
Intervene. The Court grants the motion. 
The Court defers ruling on. the other pending motions until counsel 
has had an opportunity to contemplate their discovery needs. The 
Court sets this matter for a scheduling conference next week. 
SCHEDULING CONF is scheduled, 
Date: 05/03/2010 
Time: 10:30 a.m. 
Location: 
Before Judge; 
Fourth floor, Rm 4 01 
FOTTPTH DISTRICT COURT 
i . i'i 100 W 
I'l I/O, UT 84 601 
FRED D HOWARD 
Paae n '"last) 
JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 
Utah County Attorney 
CURTIS L. LARSON 
Deputy Utah County Attorney #6598 
100 East Center, Suite 2100 
Provo,Utah 84606 
Telephone: (801) 851-8026 
Fax:(801)851-8051 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
THE STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
LARRY O. BOSH 
2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr. 
St. George, Utah 84770 
DOB: 05/21/1967 
D. SHAWN BENSON 
235 South Puerto Dr. 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
DOB: 06/17/1963 
Defendants 
STATE'S RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO MONEY & MORE 
INVESTORS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
INTERVENE 
CIVIL CASE NO. 090403630 
JUDGE FRED D. HOWARD 
COMES NOW THE STATE OF UTAH, by and through its counsel of record, Curtis L. 
Larson, Deputy Utah County Attorney, and submits its Response in Opposition to Money & More 
Investors, LLC's Motion to Invervene, as follows: 
i!fl0:S!K!!.'T COURT' 
2010 APH 2 3 P "|: 2 S 
'0K 
FACTS 
The State presented to the court facts in its original petition, and affidavit of the officer, regard-
ing the factual circumstances giving rise to this cause of action. The state incorporates those facts into 
this response by reference. And as Money & More Investors, LLC does not present any new facts as part 
of its motion to intervene which it has not presented previously in other motions and memoranda, the 
State will not present further facts, nor address any fact presented in the current motion. 
It will, however, indicate that criminal charges have been filed in the 4th District Court for Utah 
County, Utah, against parties of interest in this matter and others: Larry O. Bosh (#101401277); Shawn 
Benson (#101401286); Gale Robinson (#101401278); Michael Smith (#101401287); David Poulsen 
(#101401180); Daniel Maynard (#101401298); and, Timothy Provost (#101401297). 
ARGUMENTS 
Money & More Investors, LLC requests this court allow it to intervene, either by right or 
permissively, pursuant to Rule 24 of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. As with all its other motions, 
Money & More Investors, LLC fails to present to the court a supportable basis for their request, and all 
its motions, including its motion to intervene, have been filed with the wrong court. 
1. Money & More Investors, LLC's Motion Is Not Timely Filed. 
Pursuant to Rule 24(a) & (b), Money & More Investors, LLC must make a "timely application" 
to the court for intervention into an active case. The courts have generally held that intervention may be 
considered by the court only if the application is filed prior to the entry of judgment. If filed after that, a 
motion to intervene is effectively barred. See generally, Ostler v Buhler, 1999 UT 99; Jenner v Real 
Estate Services, 659 P2d 1072 (1983). 
The types of cases referred in Ostler and Jenner are those prosecuted under the general 
provisions of civil jurisprudence and procedure, which begins with the filing of a complaint, and ends 
with the court entering a final civil judgment against a party or a finding of no cause of action, or 
perhaps a dismissal. The matter before the bar can best be described as a "hybrid" form of civil action, 
with certain statutory limitations. For example, pursuant to §77-38a-601, an asset protection action can 
be initiated via petition only by a prosecutor. Another example is that its statutory end is limited to the 
court either granting or denying the petition and entering orders, including temporary restraining 
order, injunction, or both, execution of a performance bond, or any other action to preserve the assets 
(§77-38a-601(l)). Under §77-38a-601, no final "judgment,"per se, is entered. As the end result is 
statutorily limited to the court granting the petitioned relief or denying it, in this matter, Ihe court's entry 
of the restraining order on October 21,2009, effectively equates judicially with the entry of a final 
"judgment" in a regular civil case. 
The parallel between an entry of a judgment in a normal civil case, and the entry of a restraining 
order in a case brought under §77-38a-601 is also demonstrated in the fact that in November of 2009, 
Misters Bosh and Benson filed an appeal ofthe final order entered in this matter. The Ulah Court of 
Appeals accepted their appeals, assigning them numbers 20090995-SC and 20090996-SC, respectfully. 
Whether Money & More Investors, LLC is seeking intervention by right or by permission under 
Rule 24 of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, as this matter was effectively adjudicated complete on 
October 21,2009, and Money and More Investors, LLC's motion to intervene was just filed (on or about 
the April 14,2010) it is untimely by five (5) and 3/4th months and should be denied. 
Based upon the foregoing, Money & More Investors, LLC's motion to intervene should be 
denied. 
2. Money & More Investors, LLC's Motion to Intervene Has Not Only Been Filed in Untimely 
Fashion, but Also in the Wrong Court. 
Misters Bosh and Benson's appeal of the final order (CA #s 20090995-CA and 20090996-CA, 
respectfully) effectively removes from this court jurisdiction over the matter, as their appeals places all 
authority over the case in the hands of the appellate court. This matter has been in the jurisdiction of the 
appellate court since November 2009 when the appeals were filed. Jurisdiction over the matter will not 
be returned to this court until the court of appeals takes final action in the matter and a notice of 
remittitur back to the district court is entered. 
Unfortunately for Money & More Investors, LLC, it has been held that making application for 
intervention while the matter is on appeal is barred (Envirotech Corp. v Callahan, 872 P2d 487 (1994)). 
And the Supreme Court of Utah has gone so far as to refuse intervention even after a case was been 
remanded holding that the applicant seeking intervention could have filed at anytime during the 
pendency of the litigation (Parduhn v Bennett, 2005 UT 22). 
Money & More Investors, LLC's motion has not only been untimely filed (See argument 1 
above), but also filed in the wrong court, and is barred because it was filed while the matter is on appeal. 
As jurisdiction in this matter is currently held by the Utah Court of Appeals, and the application to 
intervene has been made while the case is on appeal, this court must deny the motion. 
3. Money & More, Investors, LLC Fails to Show the Court Any Statute That Confers upon it an 
Unconditional or Conditional Right to Intervene . 
As with prior filings, Money & More Investors, LLC seeks to use crime victim rights and 
criminal restitution statutes as a legal basis for their actions in this matter. However, it has failed to cite 
a single statutory provision — even in this latest motion to intervene — within those statutes which 
grants a conditional, or unconditional, right in this matter. 
As the State has previously argued, and is clear in the law, the crime victim rights and criminal 
restitution statutes apply only to filed criminal cases. And under §77-38a-601, the court is not granted 
the authority to determine who victims might be in this matter. 
The State hereby incorporates, pursuant to Rule 10(c) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, into 
this response in opposition, by reference and adoption, all its arguments as collocated in argument #1 of 
its initial Motion to Strike Money & More Investors, LLC's initial motion for partial lifting of 
restraining order, it filed on or about March 3,2010. 
Despite Money & More Investors, LLC's desperate efforts, these statutes do not apply to this 
matter, and they do not, nor does §77-38a-601, provide them any basis under Rule 24 of the Utah Rules 
of Civil Procedure, for intervention by right or permission based upon statutory authority. Therefore, its 
motion should be denied. 
4. Money & More, Investors, LLC fails to show the Court any manner in which its members are 
not adequately represented by the existing parties. 
Rule 24(a) holds that an unconditional right to intervene exists 
"when the applicant claims an interest relating to property or transaction which is the subject 
matter of the action and he is so situated that the disposition of the action may as. a practical 
matter impair or impede his ability to protect that interest, unless that applicant's interest is 
adequately represented by existing parties" (emphasis added). 
The Utah Court of Appeals in Beacham v Fritzi Realty Corp., 2006 UT App 35, held that the 
applicant seeking to intervene has the burden of showing that representation of the applicant's interest 
by existing parties is inadequate. In this matter, Money & More Investors, LLC expounds it claim and 
interest in the matter, but fails to address how that interest is not adequately represented by the current 
parties. 
The parties in this matter are the State of Utah, and the persons appearing to have an interest in 
the property, as delineated in the State's original petition in this matter. 
The State finds it interesting that Money & More Investors, LLC argues that the State is not 
seeking to protect prospective victims in this matter simply because it will not stipulate to a lifting of the 
restraining order. However, in actuality, the State has aggressively sought, and will continue to so seek, 
to protect true victims. The whole purpose of the State's seeking to preserve the assets is for the direct 
benefit of individuals who will be appropriately identified as "victims" in the criminal cases which have 
now been filed with the court. 
Unlike Money & More Investors, LLC's legal representatives who will exact an exorbitant fee 
from the properties protected by the court's order, no financial benefit from the action will enure to 
counsels of record for the State of Utah. Therefore, a greater portion of the restitution will find its way 
into the hands of the true victims. Leaving the preserved properties under the court's control assures that 
the true victims are not re-victimized. 
Unlike Money & More Investors, LLC, which will exact a fee to pay Mr. McKinnon for his 
services, and other costs, from the protected properties, Utah County does not charge such fees. Because 
of this fact, again, a greater portion of the restitution will find its way into the hands of the true victims. 
The preserved properties are best left under the Court's control pending the outcome of the various 
criminal cases which have been filed. 
In other words, the State of Utah is providing greater financial protection of prospective victims' 
interests than Money & More Investors, LLC does, or ever might desire to accomplish. Further, Money 
& More Investors, LLC fails to show the court any way in which the State of Utah will not continue to 
protect its members' unverified claim or interest in the future. 
And interestingly enough, even Misters Bosh and Benson have taken steps, which can be viewed 
as protecting Money & More Investors, LLC members, by (1) challenging the petition, (2) assuring they 
were represented by counsel at the asset protection hearing, (3) filing an appeal of the case, and (4) in 
violation of the restraining order assigned all their ownership interests in the protected property over to 
Money & More Investors, LLC on or about January 30,2010. It would appear that from start to present, 
Misters Bosh and Benson actions have also protected Money & More Investors, LLC's members' claim 
and interest-in the matter (though the State is sure that they weren't thinking about it at the time). 
In Lima v Chambers, 657 P2d 279 (Utah 1983), the court held that if an original party is not 
diligent in prosecuting or defending the action the intervener's interests are not adequately protected. In 
contrast to Lima, both prosecution and defense in this matter have been very diligent and aggressive. 
In its motion to intervene, Money & More Investors, LLC sets forth its purported claim and 
interest in this matter, however, fails to satisfy its burden of showing the court that its purported claim is 
not adequately represented by the current parties. As Money & More Investors, LLC's claim and 
interest are adequately protected, Money & More Investors, LLC's motion to intervene should be 
denied. 
5. Allowing Money & More Investors, LLC to intervene will unduly delay or prejudice the 
adjudication of the rights of the original parties. 
Rule 24 (b) directs that permissive intervention is appropriate 
"when the applicant's claim or defense and the main cause of action have a question of law or 
fact in common.... In exercising its-discretion the court shall consider whether the intervention 
will unduly delay or prejudice the adjudication of the rights of the original parties'' (Emphasis 
added). 
Pursuant to the rule, Money & More Investors, LLC must show that its claim "and" the main 
cause of action have a question of law or fact in common. In this matter, the main cause of action is the 
preservation of assets pending the final resolution of a criminal case. Despite Money & More Investors, 
LLC's assertions, there is no question of law in common. This become very obvious from Money & 
More Investors, LLC's posture in this case as compared to the Legislative intent of §77-38a-601. The 
clear purpose of §77-38a-601 is to preserve assets in anticipation of a restitution order in an open, or 
subsequently filed case, and pursuant to the victim rights and criminal restitutions statutes. This purpose 
is strongly based in public policy. On the other hand, Money & More Investors, LLC's express intent is 
to viserate §77-38a-601 and the victims rights and criminal restitution statutes, en toto, simply so it can 
get its hands on the protected property. Nothing in common here. 
Money & More Investors, LLC's averments that it has a "fact" in common is also not 
persuasive.1 Money & More Investors, LLC, nor any of the LLCs, nor any of the 330 individuals are 
"person(s) appearing to have an interest in the property." They held no financial lien on any of the 
defendant property, nor ownership interest in the defendant property at the time this action was 
commenced. Stated plainly and simply, These entities and individuals had no interest whatsoever in the 
matter, nor do they lawfully today. 
The arguments to they propound to the court are two-fold: (1) they are victims; and, (2) they 
have derived an interest in the protected property based upon a settlement agreement in which in Misters 
Bosh and Benson, signed over their property rights in the property preserved by court order in this 
1
 It should be noted that in 2009, the plaintiffs (among which Money & More Investors, LLC is 
not found) in federal civil case, 2:08 CV 951 (TC), represented by the same law firm as Money & More 
Investors, LLC here (Stucki, Steele, Pia, Anderson & Rencher) sought injunctive relief against Robinson, 
Bosh, Benson and Smith, to seize all their funds, assets or other property - even that of their spouses, 
children, officers, agents, servants, employees, attorneys, and other persons. Unfortunately, plaintiff's 
attorneys failed to present competent evidence and arguments regarding their motion, and Federal Judge 
Tina Campbell denied their request on October 14, 2009 —just 7 days before this court entered its 
restraining order after lengthy evidentiary hearing. "Sweet is the chance for a second bite at the apple." 
matter to Money & More Investors, LLC on January 30,2010. 
The State addresses the issue of More & more Investors, LLC and their purported members, 
being victims in the following argument. 
The argument that More & more Investors, LLC and their purported members derive their 
interest/claim from the transfer of property by Bosh and Benson is untenable, and based upon a 
fraudulent transfer. The restraining order in this matter was issued on October 21,2009. The relied upon 
transfer of property interest occurred on January 30,2010. Therefore, the alleged transfer was solicited, 
negotiated, entered into, and effectuated in direct violation of this Court's Restraining Order. The State 
maintains that as the property transfer relied upon by Money & More Investors, LLC to give it an 
interest or claim in this matter was obtained in violation of the court's order, it is fraudulent, and 
therefore void. The result of their fraudulent transfer agreement, More & more Investors, LLC and their 
purported members are left without any common fact in this matter. 
In this matter, Money & More Investors, LLC also seeks to supplant the State as plaintiff, with 
the intent to pressure the Court to override the State's interests in the matter, and vacate the restraining 
order the Court issued pursuant to the State's petition - which order was entered only after a lengthy 
evidentiary hearing. By such action, it effectively prejudices the adjudication of the State's rights in the 
matter, the State being an original party, and the prosecuting entity which brought the asset preservation 
action. 
Further, allowing interventions prejudices the adjudication of the State's rights in that would 
place the Court and the State in direct conflict. The State has addressed this issue before, and therefore 
incorporates, pursuant to Rule 10(c) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, into this response in 
opposition, by reference and adoption, all its arguments as collocated in argument #5 of its initial 
Motion to Strike Money & More Investors, LLC's initial motion for partial lifting of restraining order, it 
filed on or about March 3, 2010. 
6. Money & More Investors, LLC, Nor Any Limited Liability Company or Individual, It 
Purportedly Represents Are "Victims" for Purposes of this Asset Protection Action. 
In §77-38a-601, the term, word, noun, or adjective, "victim" is not found. Nor is there any 
provision in the statute allowing the court to make any finding of who, or whom, might fill such a roll in 
this asset protection case. Therefore, the fact that Money & More Investors, LLC's membership is 
comprised of other LLCs whose members are purportedly "victims," is of no consequence in the matter 
before the bar. The single purpose of this type of action is found in the statute - to preserve assets in 
anticipation of an order of restitution being entered in a, or the, criminal case. 
As Money & More Investors, LLC avidly grandstands on arguments that it represents "victims" 
the State hereby incorporates, pursuant to Rule 10(c) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, into this 
response in opposition, by reference and adoption, all its arguments as collocated in argument #6 of its 
initial motion to strike Money & More Investors, LLC's initial motion for partial lifting of restraining 
order, it filed on or about March 3,2010. 
CONCLUSION 
Based upon the arguments presented herein, and by reference and incorporation into this 
response in opposition, Money & More Investors, LLC's Motion to Intervene should be denied. 
Respectfully submitted this <^h3 /" day ofcr PVYiiA 2010. 
DEPUTY UTAH CtfUNTY ATTORNEY1 
CURTIS L. LARSON 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing response in Opposition to 
Money & More Investors, LLC's Motion to Intervene, via inter-office or U.S. Mail, this. 
of &0/CJ . 2010, to: 
Money & More Investors, LLC 
Stucki Steele Pia Anderson & Rencher, LLC 
299 South Main Street, Suite 2200 &>ftfrb CC j 8-1J \a 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Bosh Family Trust 
356 South Main 
Nephi, UT 84648 
David Shawn & Heidi J. Benson 
Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
235 South Puerto Drive 
Ivins,UT 84738 
David & Brooke Poulsen 
683 South 40 East 
Salem, UT 84653 
Clarence D. Benson 
45 Padre Canyon Dr 
Ivins, UT 84738 
EXHIBIT P 
FILED 
Fourth Judicial District Court 
of Utah County, Slate of Utah 
JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 _ / £ / * £ — ! ! L _ Deputy 
Utah County Attorney 
CURTIS L. LARSON #6598 
Deputy Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center, Suite 2100 
Provo,UT 84606 
(801)851-8026 
IN THE FOURTH DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiffs, : MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 
vs. : 
LARRY O. BOSH 
2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr. : REQUEST FOR HEARING 
St. George, Utah 84770 
DOB: 05/21/1967 
D. SHAWN BENSON : 
235 South Puerto Dr. 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
DOB: 06/17/1963, : Case No. 090403630 
Defendant(s). : JUDGE FRED D. HOWARD 
COMES NOW THE STATE OF UTAH, by and through its counsel of record Curtis L. 
Larson, moves this Court to issue an Order To Show Cause to LARRY O. BOSH, JERRY A. BOSH, 
DAVID SHAWN BENSON, and CLARENCE D. BENSON, all known parties in interest in this 
matter, and JOSEPH G. PIA, NATHAN S. DORIUS, and DEREK E. ANDERSON, attorneys of 
record for Money & More Investors, LLC, to appear before the Court and give cause as to why they 
should not be held in contempt of this Court for directly conspiring to violate, violating, or assisting 
in, or encouraging, the effectuation of a violation of, the Restraining Order entered by this Court on 
October 21,2009, and requests a hearing thereon. 
Respectfully Submitted this of May, 2010. 
Curtis L. Larson 
Deputy Utah County Atto1 
JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 
Utah County Attorney 
CURTIS L. LARSON #6598 
Deputy Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center, Suite 2100 
Provo,UT 84606 
(801)851-8026 
IN THE FOURTH DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiffs, : MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT MOTION 
AND ORDER FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 
vs. : 
LARRY O. BOSH 
2145 North Cascade Canyon Dr. : REQUEST FOR A HEARING 
St. George, Utah 84770 
DOB: 05/21/1967 
D. SHAWN BENSON : 
235 South Puerto Dr. 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
DOB: 06/17/1963, : Case No. 090403630 
Defendant(s). : JUDGE FRED D. HOWARD 
ARGUMENT 
1. On or about September 30,2009 the State of Utah filed this action to protect certain assets 
pursuant to §77-38a-601, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended. 
2. The assets the State sought to protect, and known parties interested therein were: 
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Property 
1596 North Artesia Dr., St. George, Utah 
235 South Puerto Dr. Ivins, Utah 
1.01 acre lot legally described as, Padre Canyon 
EST 5(1) Lot#3, in Ivins, Utah 
58 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 
98 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 
.53 acre lot at 80 West 500 South, Mona, Utah 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01760 
2003 Jaguar, VIN #SAJEA03V431M65326 
2008 Chevrolet, VIN #1GNFK16338R247677 
2008 Mazda, VIN #JM1BK12F281793138 
2009 Jaguar, VIN #SAJWA07C291R01970 
2006 Infinity, VIN #JNKCV51E76M504048 
2006 Ford F-150, VIN #1FTPW14V56KD07217 
Wells Fargo Bank Account #478119348 
Known Party with Interest 
Clarence D. Benson 
The Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
The Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
(The) Bosh Family Trust 
David Q. & Brooke Poulsen 
David Q. & Brooke Poulsen 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Shawn D. Benson (David S. Benson) 
David S. Benson & Heidi Benson 
Shawn D. Benson (David S. Benson) 
David S. Benson & Heidi Benson 
Larry O. Bosh 
After various hearings, including a lengthy evidentiary hearing, and oral arguments from the 
parties on the State's petition to protect the specified assets, on October 21,2009, this court 
entered a restraining order to the known interested parties preserving the six (6) parcels of 
real property and eight (8) items of personal property. The Restraining Order clearly 
indicated that the interested parties not take any action to transfer or dispose of the property. 
During the course of this matter, multiple plaintiffs maintained a civil suit against two of the 
parties of interest in this matter (Larry Bosh and D. Shawn Benson), federal case number 
2:08 cv 00951. The plaintiffs in that matter were, and currently remain, represented by 
attorneys of the law firm of Stucki Steele Pia Anderson and Rencher. Mr. Bosh and Benson 
were represented by attorneys from the St. George City, Utah law firm of Barney Mckenna 
until approximately November of 2009, and since that time have been unrepresented in the 
federal civil case. 
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On or about February 10, 2010, attorneys Joseph G. Pia, Nathan S. Dorius, and Derek E. 
Anderson, acting as legal counsel for the previously unknown entity, Money & More 
Investors, LLC, filed a motion requesting the court partially lift the restraining order. In its 
memorandum in support of the motion, various exhibits were referred to, and several 
attached to review. Among these exhibits is found "Exhibit C" which is a copy of a 
settlement agreement (Attached and incorporated into this motion as Exhibit #1), entered into 
between Misters Bosh & Benson and the plaintiffs as part of the federal civil suit. In this 
same memorandum there are other exhibit sections noted, however, no documents, or 
exhibit, is found within the specified sections: Missing "Exhibit A" was to contain a copy 
of the "Freezing Order;" Missing "Exhibit B" was to be a copy of "Warranty Deed—Bosh 
Home;" Missing "Exhibit C" was to be "Warranty deed—Shawn's Parcel;" Missing "Exhibit 
D" was to contain something referenced "UCC;" Missing "Exhibit E" was to house a 
"General Assignment of Interest;" and Missing "Exhibit F" was to be a "Note" of some sort. 
A review of the submitted "settlement agreement" reveals indications that property protected 
by the Court's Restraining Order in this matter has already been conveyed to the plaintiffs 
in the federal civil suit. 
A. The agreement contains a contradictory provision which holds: 
1. Agreement Subject to Order: Transfer/Conveyances Effective When Approved. 
It is hereby agreed that the Assets, and transfers contemplated hereby, are currently subject 
to the terms and conditions of the Order and that no actions contemplated hereby which 
would violate the Order will be taken or be valid if taken by the parties hereto. In other 
words, and transfer/conveyances described herein shall not be folly executed until proper 
authorization has been obtained from the appropriate court(s). This Agreement shall be 
interpreted in such a way as to avoid violation of the Order in accordance with conditions set 
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forth herein. If the applicable courts reject the Company's motion to lift the Order, than the 
Company shall release the Assets described herein to the Settling Parties, (See, Exhibit #1, 
Settlement Agreement, page 1; Italics added.) 
This provision clearly shows that the protect properties in this matter have been 
transferred in violation of the Court's restraining order, are currently being held by Money 
& More Investors, LLC, and will only be returned if this Court denies Money & More 
Investors, LLC's motion to lift the restraining order. 
B. The agreement contains further description of the missing exhibits. 
More particular descriptions of the missing exhibits "Schedule 1" and "Exhibit A" 
are found in the "Recitals" section, paragraph "B." Missing exhibits "B," "C," "D," and "E" 
are described in paragraph #2 of the settlement. And finally, missing "Exhibit F ' is more 
folly described in Paragraph #4 of the agreement. 
All these missing exhibits directly involve properties protected by the restraining 
order issued by the court, and indicate that a transfer of the protect properties has already 
taken place. 
C. The settlement agreement set forth an immediate transfer provision. 
In paragraph #3 of the settlement agreement, the above noted parties of interest were 
required to immediately transfer^// and complete ownership of properties protected by the 
Court's restraining order to Money & More Investors, LLC. Paragraph #3 of the agreement 
states: 
3. Transfer of all Assets. The Settling Parties, simultaneous with the execution hereof shall 
transfer full and complete ownership in the Assets by whatever means the Company deems 
necessary (including the execution of the documents set forth above). Subject to the terms 
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of Section! Of this Agreement, the contemplated transfers shall be deemed completed upon 
delivery of the original executed Transfer Documents to the Company" (Settlement 
Agreement, paragraph #3, p. 2: Emphasis added). 
This demand for immediate transfer, also shows that the parties of interest have 
transferred their interest in the property to Money & More Investors, LLC, and have done 
so in violation of the Court's restraining order. 
Further, the attorneys of record in this matter, of the law firm of Stucki Steele Pia 
Anderson and Rencher, actively negotiated such immediate transfers of the protected 
properties with unrepresented parties, and with knowledge that the restraining order was in 
place and specifically protected the properties transferred in the settlement agreement. 
D. Parties of interest and attorney Derek E. Anderson executed the settlement 
agreement. 
Accordingthe signatory provisions ofthe settlement agreement, Larry O. Bosh, Jerry 
A. Bosh, David Shawn Benson, and Clarence D. Benson, all parties of interest in this matter, 
and attorney Derek E. Anderson, for the law firm of Stuki Steele Pia Anderson and Rencher, 
acting as "Authorized Signor" for Money & More Investors, LLC, executed the settlement 
agreement. Upon their signature, provisions ofthe agreement's paragraph #3, became 
effective, and transfer documents executed. 
Therefore, upon execution ofthe settlement agreement, Misters Larry O. Bosh, Jerry 
A. Bosh, David Shawn Benson, and Clarence D. Benson, and attorney Derek E. Anderson 
did conspire, and acted in concert with one-another to transfer properties protected by the 
Court's restraining order in direct and forthright violation thereof. 
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7. Since the execution of the settlement agreement, Misters Joseph G. Pia, Nathan S. Dorius, 
and Derek E. Anderson, as counsels of record for Money & More Investors, LLC, have 
submitted the settlement agreement to the court in law and motion work, petitioned the court 
to enforce it, and used it in arguments for standing in this matter and as a basis for the court 
to lift the restraining order. Misters Pia and Dorius, have argued and promoted the settlement 
agreement, and all its provisions, repeatedly before this court with full knowledge that the 
restraining order was in place, therefore, their efforts clearly display a culpable mental state 
sufficient for this court to find that they also were coconspirators in, and aided and abetted, 
the direct violation of the Court's restraining order in this matter. 
CONCLUSION 
Based upon the foregoing, Plaintiff requests the Court issue the Order to Show Cause for 
LARRY O. BOSH, JERRY A. BOSH, DAVID SHAWN BENSON, and CLARENCE D. B ENSON, 
all known parties in interest in this matter, and JOSEPH G. PIA, NATHAN S. DORIUS, and 
DEREK E. ANDERSON, attorneys of record for Money & More Investors, LLC, to appear before 
the Court and give cause as to why they should not be held in contempt of this Court for directly 
conspiring to violate, violating, or assisting in, or encouraging, the effectuation of a violation of, the 
Restraining Order entered by this Court on October 21,2009. 
REQUEST FOR HEARING 
The State request a hearing on this motion. 
Respectfully submitted this ?) / d a y of r ^ ^ ) 2010. 
Deputy Utah County Attorney 
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EXHIBIT O 
JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 
Utah County Attorney 
CURTIS L. LARSON #6598 
Deputy Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center Street, Suite 2100 
Provo,Utah 84606 
Tel. (801) 851-8026 
Fax (801) 851-8051 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LARRY O. BOSH, and 
SHAWN BENSON, etal. 
Defendants. 
STATE'S OBJECTION TO MONEY & 
MORE INVESTORS LLC'S PROPOSED 
ORDER 
REQUEST FOR HEARING 
Case No. 090403630 
Judge: HOWARD 
The State, through Deputy Utah County Attorney, Curtis L. Larson, respectfully objects 
to the order submitted by Money & More Investors, LLC ("Money & More"). 
FACTS 
1. On April 27,2010 the Court held oral arguments on Money & More's motion to intervene. 
The State of Utah was represented by Mr. Curtis L. Larson, Deputy Utah County Attorney; 
Money & More Investors, LLC was represented by Joseph Pia and Nathan Dorius. 
2. The Court issued an oral ruling and directed Money & More to draft a written order. 
1 
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3. On May 3,2010, Money & More, submitted its order to the Court and on May 4, 2010, the 
State received a copy of the order. 
ARGUMENT 
Money & More's proposed order does not accurately reflect the oral ruling made by the Court 
on April 27,2010. Pursuant to Rule 7(f)(2), Utah R. Civ. P., the State objects to the proposed order 
and respectfully requests the Court to enter an order accurately reflecting its oral ruling issued on 
April 27, 2010. Meagher v. Equity Oil Co., 299 P.2d 827, 830 (Utah 1956) ("It is well established 
that the court may vacate, set aside, or modify its orders or judgments entered by mistake or 
inadvertence which do not accurately reflect the result of its judgment"); Darrington v. Wade, 812 
P.2d 452, 456 (Utah Ct. App. 1991) ("When a trial judge signs an order prepared by counsel, 
mistakenly or inadvertently assuming that it correctly reflects the court's judgment, the mistake is 
of a clerical or perfunctory nature, which the court may correct on its own motion"). 
The Court's order consisted of the following:1 
1. The statute is designed to preserve assets for a valid reason and purpose, but yet affects the 
property rights of person who are not given notice in violation of Constitutional protection. 
(58:30-59:50) 
2. The statute does not allow for adequate representation of parties with interest in the property 
which is the subject of the asset protection suit. (59:15). 
3. An individual who learns that his property has become the subject of an injunction order 
without notice has the right to intervene and to participate because it affects his fundamental 
*The statements are taken from the audio recording of the Court's ruling after the oral 
argument beginning at approximately 58:00 through the end of the recording. 
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constitutional right that his property not be seized or taken without due process. (1:00:00-
1:01:00). 
4. The statute does not define who constitutes a victim or who constitutes the actor of the 
criminal act. (59:30) 
5. The statute, inconsistently, requires this court to determine who the victims are. (1:01:00). 
6. The constitutional rights have an overriding effect on the statute. (1:01:35-l :01:50). 
7. Money & More has a permissive to intervene. (59:40-1:00:00). 
8. Money & More has a intervention of right. (59:40-1:00:00). 
Money & More's proposed order is as follows: 
[T]he Court hereby ORDERS: 
1. Money & More Investors, LLC's Motion to Intervene is GRANTED; 
2. Money & More Investors, LLC is entitled to intervene pursuant to 
Rules 24(a) and 24(b) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure; and 
3. Money & More Investors, LLC shall be a third-party plaintiff in this 
matter. 
Money & More's proposed order varies substantially from the Court's order from the bench, 
and omits the Court's reasoning supporting its order. The order makes no mention of the Court's 
finding that Money & More has a permissive intervention and an intervention of right; it makes no 
mention of the constitutional issues (notice, due process) which were the primary basis of the Court's 
ruling; and it makes no mention of the inconsistency of the statute. Furthermore, Money & More's 
proposed order adds to the Court's order and findings: it states that the basis for the order is Rule 24, 
Utah R.Civ.P.; and it states that Money & More will be a third-party plaintiff. Neither of these orders 
were included in the Court's oral ruling and they misstate the Court's reasoning and order. Money 
& More, if they have any interest at all, is only a party of interest, not co-plaintiffs with the State 
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because the asset protection statute only designates the State as plaintiff. 
Therefore, the State respectfully objects to Money & More's proposed order. The State files 
herewith an alternative proposed order, and also contemporaneous thereto a separate motion for the 
court to clarify its order. 
REQUEST FOR HEARING 
The State requests a hearing on this motion as expeditiously as the court's calendar will 
allow. 
Respectfully submitted this j?_fday of \AfitM 2010. \Ot  
Curtis L. Larson 
Deputy Utah County Attorney 
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JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 
Utah County Attorney 
CURTIS L. LARSON #6598 
Deputy Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center Street, Suite 2100 
Provo,Utah 84606 
Tel. (801) 851-8026 
Fax (801) 851-8051 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LARRY O. BOSH, and 
D. SHAWN BENSON, et al 
Defendants, 
ORDER GRANTING MONEY & MORE 
INVESTORS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
INTERVENE 
Case No. 090403630 
Judge: HOWARD 
THIS MATTER CAME BEFORE THIS COURT on April 27, 2010 at 10:30 a.m. on a 
regularly scheduled hearing on Money & More Investors, LLC's motion to intervene. Money & 
More Investors, LLC was represented by Nathan S. Dorius and Joseph G. Pia of the firm Pia 
Anderson Dorius Reynard & Moss, and the State was represented by Curtis L. Larson of the Utah 
County Attorney's Office. The Court having considered the pleadings on file and the arguments of 
counsel for the parties on Money & More Investors, LLC's motion to intervene, the Court now 
enters the following findings of fact, and conclusions of law: 
FINDINGS OF FACT/CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
1. The asset protection statute is designed to preserve assets for a valid reason and purpose, but 
affects the property rights of persons who are not given notice in violation of provision and 
requirements of the Constitution of the State of Utah. 
2. The statute does not allow for adequate representation of parties who have an interest in the 
property which is the subject of the asset protection suit. 
3. An individual who learns that his property has become the subject of an injunction order 
without notice has the right to intervene and to participate because it affects his fundamental 
right under the Constitution of the State of Utah that his property not be seized or taken 
without due process. 
4. The statute does not define who constitutes a victim or who constitutes the perpetrator of the 
criminal act. 
5. The statute requires this court to determine who the victims are. 
6. The rights provided by the Constitution of the State of Utah have an overriding effect on the 
statute. 
7. Money & More is granted permissive intervention. 
8. Money & More is granted intervention of right. 
ORDER 
THE COURT having now entered appropriate findings of fact and conclusions of law, 
and being fully apprised upon the premises, enters the following: 
BE IT ORDERED AND DECREED: 
1. That Money & More Investors, LLC's motion to intervene is, GRANTED. 
SO ORDERED this day of , 2010. 
JUDGE FRED D. HOWARD 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the b Y day of ^\GM , 2010, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing Objection and request for hearing was sent via first class mail, postage 
prepaid to the following: 
Money & More Investors, LLC 
Nathan S. Dorius & Joseph G. Pia 
PIA ANDERSON DORIUS REYNARD MOSS 
299 South Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Bosh Family Trust 
356 South Main 
Nephi, UT 84648 
David Shawn & Heidi J. Benson 
Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
235 South Puerto Drive 
Ivins, UT 84738 
David & Brooke Poulsen 
683 South 40 East 
Salem, UT 84653 
Clarence D. Benson 
45 Padre Canyon Dr 
Ivins, UT 84738 
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JEFFREY R. BUHMAN #7041 ^ 
Utah County Attorney 
CURTIS L. LARSON #6598 
Deputy Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center Street, Suite 2100 
Provo,Utah 84606 
Tel. (801) 851-8026 
Fax (801) 851-8051 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LARRY O. BOSH, and 
SHAWN BENSON, etal. 
Defendants. 
STATE'S MOTION TO CLARIFY ORDER 
GRANTING MOTION TO INTERVENE 
REQUEST FOR HEARING 
Case No. 090403630 
Judge: HOWARD 
The State, through Deputy Utah County Attorney, Curtis L. Larson, respectfully requests 
the Court to clarify its granting Money & More Investors LLC's (Money & More) motion to 
intervene. 
FACTS 
1. On April 27,2010 the Court held oral argument on Money & More's motion to intervene. 
The State of Utah was represented by Mr. Curtis L. Larson, Deputy Utah County Attorney; 
Money & More Investors, LLC was represented by Joseph Pia and Nathan Dorius. 
2. The Court issued an oral ruling and directed Money & More to draft a written order. 
3. On May 3,2010, Money & More, submitted its order to the Court and on May 4,2.010, the 
State received a copy of the order. 
ARGUMENT 
Money & More's proposed order varies substantially from the Court's order, and omits the 
Court's reasoning supporting its order. The order makes no mention of the Court's finding that 
Money & More has a permissive intervention and an intervention of right; it makes no mention of 
the constitutional issues (notice, due process) which were the primary basis of the Court's ruling; 
and it makes no mention of the inconsistency of the statute. Furthermore, Money & More's proposed 
order adds to the Court's order and findings: it states that the basis for the order is Rule 24, Utah 
R.Civ.P.; and it states that Money & More will be a third-party plaintiff. Neither of these orders were 
included in the Court's oral ruling and they misstate the Court's reasoning and order. Money & 
More, if they have any interest at all, is only a party of interest, not co-plaintiffs with the State as 
the asset protection statute only designates the State as plaintiff. 
Therefore, the State respectfully requests the Court to clarify its order. The State has reviewed 
the audio recording of the Court's oral ruling and files herewith an objection to the proposed order 
as well as an alternative proposed order. 
REQUEST FOR HEARING 
The State requests a hearing on this motion as expeditiously as the court's calendar will 
allow. 
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Respectfully submitted this \p day of
 (M< &y s ,2010 
Curtis L. Larson 
Deputy Utah County Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the Jj^y^day of \KCHS\ , 2010, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing motion for clarification was sent via first class mail, postage prepaid, to the 
following: 
Money & More Investors, LLC 
Joseph Pia & Nathan Dorius 
Pia Anderson Dorius Reynard Moss 
299 South Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Bosh Family Trust 
356 South Main 
Nephi, UT 84648 
David Shawn & Heidi J. Benson 
Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
235 South Puerto Drive 
Ivins,UT 84738 
David & Brooke Poulsen 
683 South 40 East 
Salem, UT 84653 
Clarence D. Benson 
45 Padre Canyon Dr 
Ivins, UT 84738 
EXHIBIT R 
FILED 
Fourth Judicial District Court 
of Utah County, State of Utah 
6/H/to *T Deputy 
IN THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
THE STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
LARRY 0. BOSH, JERRY A. BOSH, DAVID 
SHAWN BENSON, and CLARENCE D. 
BENSON, 
Defendants. 
ORDER RE: Hearing on April 27,2010 
Case No. 090403630 
Judge Fred D. Howard 
This matter comes before the Court on an objection to the proposed Order regarding the 
April 27, 2010 hearing. Based on the objection and upon review of both proposed Orders, this Court 
enters the following Conclusions of law and Order: 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
1. The asset protection statute is designed to preserve assets for a valid reason and purpose, but 
affects the property rights of persons who are not given notice in violation of the 
requirements of the Constitution of the State of Utah. 
2. An individual who learns that his property has become the subject of an injunction order 
without notice has the right to intervene and to participate because it affects his fundamental 
right under the constitution of the State of Utah that his porperty not be seized or taken 
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without due process. 
3. The statute does not define who constitutes a victim or who constitutes the perpetrator of the 
criminal act. 
4. The rights provided by the Constitution of the State of Utah have an overriding effect on the 
statute. 
5. Money & Moore is granted permissive intervention in accordance with U.R.C.P. 24(b). 
6. Money & Moore is granted intervention of right in accordance with U.R.C.P. 24(a). 
ORDER 
1. The Court Order's that Money & Moore LLC's motion to intervene is granted. 
DATED this / / day of June, 2010. 
BYTHEC0URT: 
Hp^FredD.jrfoward | £J|fe<: %£%;] 
District Court Judge 
coo**, ' y 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I certify that true copies of the foregoing Ruling were mailed, postage prepaid, on the 
U day of June, 2010 to the following at the addresses indicated: 
Jeffrey R. Buhman 
Utah County Attorney 
Curtis Larson 
100 East Center, Suite 2100 
Provo, Utah 84606 
Larry Bosh 
Jerry Bosh 
356 South Main 
Nephi, Utah 84648 
David Benson 
235 South Puerto Drive 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
Clarence Benson 
45 Padre Canyon Dr. 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
Joseph Pia 
Stucki, Steele, Pia, Anderson, & Rencher, LLC 
299 South Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
David & Brooke Poulsen 
683 South 40 East 
Salem, Utah 84653 
Deputy Court Clerk 
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EXHIBIT S 
Case 2:08-cv-0095' ~C-BCW Document 80 hiled 08/' 09 KageiyoTD^ 
19. According to all evidence available to Plaintiffs, each of the forgoing 
representations regarding the operation of M&M and its investment program were false at the 
time they were made by Defendants to Plaintiffs. In addition, M&M has failed to fulfill any of 
its commitments contained in the Investment Agreements and referenced above to any Plaintiff 
or any other Investor. [Provost Declaration at f 23; Singh Declaration at f 25.] 
20. In particular, the Promoters and Robinson misrepresented or concealed the 
following facts in connection with soliciting investments in M&M from Plaintiffs: 
(i) The existence of a management agreement (the "Management 
Agreement") entered into between M&M, on the one hand and the Promoters, on 
the other hand, pursuant to which the Promoters received (i) a sales commission 
("Sales Commission") equal to ten percent (10%) of all investment capital raised 
from the investors on behalf of M&M, which was deducted from the principal 
amount of each contribution of investment funds made by each Investor 
immediately upon M&M's receipt of the investment funds, and (ii) an ongoing 
monthly management fee ("Management Fee") equal to 1.66% per month of the 
aggregate amount of investment capital raised by one or both of the Promoters on 
behalf of M&M prior to the end of the then-current month. 
(ii) The payment by M&M to the Promoters of Sales Commissions 
and/or Management Fees pursuant to the Management Agreement estimated to 
equal or exceed ten percent (10%) of the total investment amount provided by 
each Investor. From January 2008 to early October 2008, Bosh alone received at 
least $8.5 million from M&M in the form of such payments. Indeed, Robinson 
claims that the Sales Commissions and/or Management Fees paid by M&M to 
Bosh total more than $22 million. 
(iii) The use of investment funds to make payment, in whole or in part, 
of the operating costs and expenses of M&M and of at least one other business 
owned and operated by Robinson. Specifically, M&M used approximately 
$10,000 to $15,000 of investment funds each month during 2008 to cover the 
operating expenses and costs of these business; 
(iv) The use of investment funds to purchase personal items and effects 
for the Promoters and Robinson, including the cash purchase of $1.3 million for a 
new personal residence by Robinson; 
xv 
Case 2:08-cv-00951 ~-BCW Document 80 Filed 08/^ ")9 Page 20 or 62 
(v) The use of investment funds to make payment, in whole or in part, 
of monthly Fee Payments to other Investors, as opposed to purely out of the 
profits of M&M; 
(vi) M&M's (a) failure to create a separate sub account for each 
Investor into which the investment funds provided by that Investor were to be 
immediately placed upon payment to M&M; (b) failure to maintain each 
Investor's investment funds in a separate sub account belonging exclusively to 
that Investor and accessible by M&M only to accomplish the terms of the 
Investment Agreements; and (c) commingling of all investment funds provided to 
M&M, resulting from M&M's failure to create and maintain separate sub 
accounts for each Investor. Indeed, under the Investment Agreements, each 
Investor was required to wire their investment funds directly into M&M's 
account, which was the same account for every other Investor. Thereafter, the 
investment funds of the Investors were never placed into a separate sub account 
for each Investor. The account information into which each Investor wired its 
investment funds is as follows: GUARANTY BANK, HEMET, CALIFORNIA; 
BANK-ROUTING #314970664; ACCOUNT # 3802758171. 
(vii) The failure by M&M to secure the entire principal amount of 
investment funds provided by each Investor using M&M's payday loan 
receivables, as collateral, resulting from, among other things, its failure to file a 
UCC-1 Financing Statement following each investment of capital in M&M, 
particularly in connection with the investment of additional amounts of funds by 
existing Investors; 
(viii) The failure by M&M to absorb all costs of its non-performing 
payday loans; and 
(ix) The charges pending against Smith for federal tax evasion and 
fraud, the eventual conviction of Smith on those charges on or about March (5, 
2008, or that Smith had been imprisoned upon being convicted and is serving a 
36-month sentence. 
[Provost Declaration at ff 24,26,40-41; Singh Declaration at f 25.] 
Falsified Financial Records 
21. In addition to the numerous misrepresentations and omissions made (or 
concealed) by Defendants in connection with soliciting investments in M&M from new 
Investors, Defendants also created various sets of financial records for M&M which contained 
xvi 
false and misleading information and then distributed these financial records for the purpose of 
concealing its Ponzi scheme and other wrongful conduct and to solicit additional investments in 
M&M by both new and existing Investors. [Provost Declaration at If 26-36; Singh Declaration 
alH 13, 17-23.] 
22. For example, on or about April 3, 2008, Investors received a Profit & Loss 
statement from M&M ("April 2008 Financials"), facilitated by one or more the Promoters, which 
contained the following information relating to M&M's financial status at that time: 
(i) Total Capital in Pay Day Loans: $24,436,850 
(ii) Total Investor Capital: $19,636,850 
(hi) Monthly Fee Charged on Loans: 35% 
(iv) Loan Default Rate Average: 10% 
[Provost Declaration at f 26.] A true and correct copy of the April 2008 Financials is attached 
as Exhibit B to the Provost Declaration. 
23. Similarly, on or about June 19, 2008, Plaintiffs and other Investors received from 
Defendants a verified Profit and Loss Statement and Balance Sheet of M&M for the months of 
January, February, and March 2008 (the "Verified Financials"), which Defendants had caused 
the accounting firm Phillip Bushman of Bushman Services, LLC having an address of 1092 
River Hill Drive, Spanish Fork, Utah 84660 ("Bushman") to verify. [Provost Declaration at 1 
29.] A true and correct copy of the Verified Financials is attached as Exhibit C to the Provost 
Declaration. 
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24. The Verified Financials represented among other things that as of March 31, 
2008, M&M had assets of $33,143,944.15 and liabilities of $24,297,431.04. [Provost 
Declaration at 130.] 
25. On or about August 8, 2008, the Investors also received a balance sheet, a related 
statement of income and retained earnings, and a statement of cash flows for M&M (collectively, 
the "Certified Financials"), prepared by Certified Public Accountants, Gilbert & Stewart 
("G&S"), which G&S represented were prepared "in accordance with Statements on Standards 
for Accounting and Review Services issued by the American Institute of Certified Public 
Accountants." [Provost Declaration at f 32.] A true and correct copy of the Certified Financials 
is attached as Exhibit D to the Provost Declaration. 
26. The Certified Financials represent, among other things, that as of March 31,2008, 
M&M had in its operating accounts (classified as "Cash") an amount of $24,726,174 and owed 
"Investors" $24,733,476. The Certified Financials also represent that M&M had only $63,135 in 
loans receivable as of that date. [Provost Declaration at f 33.] 
27. The Certified Financials provided on or about August 2008 contradict the 
Verified Financials and the April 2008 Financials in nearly every respect. These contradictions 
were explained to Plaintiffs as immaterial by one or more the Promoters and M&M. [Provost 
Declaration at 136.] 
28. In addition to the April 2008 Financials, the Verified Financials and the Certified 
Financials provided to Plaintiffs and the other Investors at the various times referenced above, 
Defendants caused the Accounting Manager for M&M to maintain two separate sets of financial 
records for M&M—(i) a set that contained falsified and manipulated information and showed 
xviii 
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monthly profits during 2008 from M&M's operations (the "Manipulated Records"), and (ii) a set 
that contained true and accurate information about M&M's monthly financial performance 
during 2008 (the "Unmanipulated Records"). The financial information contained in these two 
sets of records has been fully and accurately compiled into two separate financial statement 
compilations (one for each of the Manipulated Records and the Unmanipulated Records) (the 
"Compilations"). A true and correct copy of each Compilation is attached as Exhibits A and B, 
respectively, of the Singh Declaration. [Singh Declaration at If 13,17-18.] 
29. The Manipulated Records represented that the monthly profits and losses from 
M&M's payday loan business during 2008 were as follows: 
February 2008: - $101,651 (loss) 
March 2008: $150,741 
April 2008: -$26, 622 (loss) 
May 2008: $53,655 
June 2008: $170,228 
July 2008: $2,172,634 
August 2008: $2,988,520 
September 2008: $2,153,401 
October 2008: $63,494 
[Singh Declaration at 113.] 
30. Defendants provided copies of the Manipulated Records to numerous Investors 
during 2008 who requested an opportunity to review M&M's financial records prior to making 
an investment in M&M. [Singh Declaration at f 18.] 
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31. Plaintiffs and the other Investors relied on the representations contained in the 
April 2008 Financials, the Verified Financials, the Certified Financials, and the Manipulated 
Records to make additional (or new) investments in M&M. [Provost Declaration at f i 28, 31, 
35.] 
32. According to the financial information contained in the Unmanipulated Records, 
M&M's payday loan business incurred significant multi-million dollar losses during, at a 
minimum, each month of January through September 2008. M&M's monthly losses during 2008 
were as follows: 
January 2008: -2,722,092.52 
February 2008: -3,260,684.38 
March 2008:-3,176,673.25 
April 2008: -4,188,877.46 
May 2008:-4,972,732.27 
June 2008:-9,266,983.71 
July 2008:-11,556,985.66 
August 2008: -10,115,446.57 
September 2008: -3,443,496.57 
[Singh Declaration at f 20.] 
33. By at least the end of October 2008, M&M ceased making payments on 
investments in violation of the Promoters' and M&M's representations and the express terms of 
the Investment Agreement. [Provost Declaration at f 37.] 
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5. Defendant M&M operates a deferred deposit loan transaction business providing 
short-term payday loans and advances. M&M conducts its loan business through the Internet 
and out of four separate offices located in or nearby Hemet, California. [Singh Declaration at f 
8.] 
Solicitation of Investors 
6. To solicit Investors, Bosh, Benson and Smith acting individually and/or at times 
through Evolution (collectively, the "Promoters"), sent, via mass email, messages containing 
advertisements for an investment opportunity in M&M, which they described in the 
advertisements as a primarily online payday loan company. The advertisements, including one 
sent by Benson to Investors in September 2007, represented that existing investments in M&M 
were earning, at that time, returns ranging from 10% to 14% per month and that future 
investments would earn returns of at least 10%. [Provost Declaration at f 2.] 
7. During discussions which occurred in approximately September/October 2008 
between the Promoters and certain Investors who had responded to Benson's advertisement for 
M&M's investment program, the Promoters and Robinson, acting in her position of President for 
M&M, again represented that an investment in M&M would provide investors a return of 10-
14% per month. [Provost Declaration at f 8.] 
8. During these same discussions, the Promoters and Robinson also represented that: 
(i) that funds invested with M&M had historically earned, and would continue to earn, a monthly 
return at a rate of at least 10% per month; (ii) an investment with M&M was completely secure 
and guaranteed to earn a monthly return of at least 10%; (iii) the reason that the investors' 
investments and returns on investments were secure and guaranteed was because of the fool-
x 
proof business model employed by M&M in making payday loans, the solvency and strong past 
performance of the company, and the strong management of M&M; (iv) the risk in investing in 
M&M was negligible because of M&M's ability to successfully manage the affairs of the 
company, attract new investments, maintain compliance with governing rules and regulations 
pertaining to the short-term loan industry, properly underwrite loan transactions, and to 
successfully track, manage, and collect payment of those loans, including engaging in prompt 
and effective collection efforts in the event of loan default; (v) the investments were secure for 
the further reason that the funds invested with M&M were placed in a separate bank account and 
then used exclusively for the funding of payday loans taken out by customers of M&M and 
secured by M&M's payday loan accounts as collateral; (vi) M&M would bear sole responsibility 
for all costs and losses associated with nonpaying loans; and (vii) M&M profits were shared with 
investors based on investment size; all investments were used for the sole purpose of making 
pay-day loans. [Provost Declaration at ff 9-15.] 
9. The Promoters and Robinson also represented during these discussions that the 
entire principal amounts of all investments with M&M were being used solely and exclusively 
for the making of payday loans, and that all amounts of future investment funds would be used 
only for that same purpose. [Provost Declaration at f 15.] 
10. The Promoters and M&M further represented during these discussions that they 
were responsible for overseeing the preparation and publication of all advertising and marketing 
materials needed to attract customers to M&M, the fulfillment of (and compliance with) all local, 
state and federal requirements, rules and regulations, the proper underwriting of payday loans, 
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Plaintiffs cannot wait any longer. With the interest payments due under the contracts 
Defendants' signed, they now owe more than $80,000,000 to the Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs have not 
received one cent since October 2008. Defendants are attempting to pull off nothing short of a 
monumental scam. At this point, we respectfully suggest that the Court should act quickly and 
decisively to stop this wrong. 
Background 
As described in more detail below, from at least June 2007 through the present, 
Defendants Money & More, Inc. ("M&M"), Evolution Developments, LLC ("Evolution"), Gale 
Robinson ("Robinson"), Larry Bosh ("Bosh"), Shawn Benson ("Benson"), and Michael J. Smith 
("Smith") (collectively "Defendants") have raised at least $59 million from the more than 30 
separate Plaintiffs and other investors (collectively, together with all Plaintiffs, the "Investors"), 
including an amount in excess of $40 million from Plaintiffs alone, in an egregious, on-going 
Ponzi scheme.1 
Defendants have defrauded and are continuing to defraud Investors through the 
unregistered, fraudulent offer and sale of a bogus investment opportunity in Defendant M&M, 
which operates a deferred deposit loan transaction business in Hemet, California providing short-
term payday loans and advances. Defendants represented to the Investors in writing that their 
1
 A Ponzi scheme is a financial fraud that in-duces investment by promising extremely high, risk-free returns, 
usually in a short time period, from an allegedly legitimate business venture. 'The fraud consists of funnelling 
proceeds re-ceived from new investors to previous investors in the guise of profits from the alleged business 
venture, thereby cultivating an illusion that a legitimate profit-making business opportunity exists and inducing 
further investment." In re United Energy Corp., 944 F.2d 589,590 n.l (9th Cir. 1991). See generally Cunningham v. 
Brown, 265 U.S. 1,7-9 (1924) (detailing the remarkable criminal financial career of Charles Ponzi). 
2 
"Payday" loans are small, short-term loans made by check cashers or similar businesses at extremely high interest 
rates. M&M made over hundreds of thousands of loans in the amount of $255 each loan. In a payday loan structure 
the borrower writes a personal check for $255, plus a fee, payable to the lender. The lender agrees hold onto the 
check until the borrower's next payday, usually one week to one month later, only then will the check be deposited. 
1\7 
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investment monies would be used solely and exclusively to fund new payday loans taken out by 
M&M's customers. Defendants further represented in writing that in exchange for providing 
their investment capital to M&M, the Investors would be paid, on a monthly basis, a portion of 
the profits earned by M&M from the payday loans funded using the Investors' investment 
monies at a rate equal to ten percent (10%) of each Investor's total investment contribution (the 
"Fee Payments"). 
To induce Investors to make an investment in M&M, Defendants represented that 
M&M's financial status was strong and stable, claiming that investments in M&M were earning 
returns of at least 10% to 14% per month from the extraordinary amount of profits that M&M 
earned each month from the Investor-funded payday loans. Defendants also provided certain 
financial records of M&M to Investors that Defendants represented were both accurate and 
provided unequivocal support to their claims regarding M&M's financial strength. 
Defendants' representations that M&M was earning an extraordinary amount of profits 
from its payday loan business were absolutely false. Likewise, Defendants' claim that 
investments in M&M were earning monthly returns of at least 10% to 14% were also untrue. 
Instead, beginning in January 2008, at the latest, and continuing each month thereafter, while 
Defendants touted M&M's financial strength in order to raise more than $47 million from 
Investors, M&M was incurring losses that ranged from approximately $2.7 million to in excess 
of $11.7 million per month. In addition, Defendants extensively manipulated and falsified the 
In return, the borrower gets cash immediately. The fees for payday loans are extremely high, often more than 500% 
annualized. Inevitably, consumers who take payday loans are in desperate debt. The high rates make it difficult for 
many borrowers to repay the loan, thus putting many consumers on a perpetual debt treadmill. Because they cannot 
repay the loan, they often extend the loan at high interest rates. 
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information and data contained in the financial records of M&M which Defendants provided to 
Investors as support to Defendants' claims that M&M's financial condition was exceptional, in 
order to conceal M&M's massive monthly losses from its payday loan business's operations. 
Furthermore, contrary to their representations and promises, Defendants failed to use the 
investment funds obtained through their scheme from Investors exclusively to fund customer 
payday loans. Instead, the Investors' investment funds were commingled into one bank account 
belonging to M&M and then pervasively misused by Defendants for unauthorized and 
undisclosed purposes, including, among other things, the purchase of a personal residence by 
M&M's President, Defendant Gale Robinson, for approximately $13 million; the undisclosed 
payment of sales commissions and management fees to Bosh alone of at least $8.5 million (and 
likely as much as $22 million); and the payment of $10,000 to $15,000 per month to cover 
operating costs and expenses of M&M and at least one additional business owned by Robinson. 
Defendants also used a substantial portion of the investment funds to make interest payments 
(i.e. the Fee Payments) to previous Investors, effectively operating a Ponzi scheme. 
Consequently, only a small portion of the monies invested by the Investors in M&M were used 
to fund new payday loans. 
Through their conduct, Defendants have, among other things, violated the antifraud and 
registration provisions of the federal securities laws, engaged in conspiracy and common law 
fraud, and breached virtually every term of the investment agreements entered into with each 
Investor in connection with their investments in M&M. As a result of Defendants' actions, the 
majority of the investment funds provided by Plaintiffs and the other Investors have been 
misappropriated or stolen or lost though M&M's mismanagement of many of the payday loans 
vi 
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that were funded with the investment funds. Nevertheless, the Investors still possess an 
opportunity to recover a portion of their respective shares of the commingled investment funds 
from M&M's current outstanding accounts receivable, which is comprised entirely of Investor-
funded payday loans in default. Investors must be given the ability to pursue collection of such 
loans and to prevent the further dissipation of their investment funds. 
A significant problem for M&M as a payday loan businesses is collecting on defaulted 
loans and advances. M&M has represented that the amount of its late receivables may total 
somewhere between $14,000,000-30,000,000. The bounced checks written to payday loan and 
check advance businesses are among the most difficult to collect, partly because of the typically 
low-income demographic customer market that these businesses target. The ability to collect on 
defaulted payday loans decreases exponentially with each week the debt goes past due and 
uncollected. As weeks and then months pass by without appropriate collections efforts, the 
ability to collect the debt of such loans becomes nearly impossible. Most of the payday loans 
funded using the investment funds are significantly past due and will soon become uncollectible 
if an injunction is not granted. 
Only immediate and efficacious remedies, such as those presently sought by Plaintiffs 
through this Motion, including the appointment of a receiver and imposition of an asset freeze, 
will adequately ensure that the investment funds and assets remain available during the course of 
the litigation for the monetary relief of defrauded Investors. 
vii 
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Clay W. Stucki (6141) 
Joseph G. Pia (9945) 
MarkH. Richards (9018) 
STUCKI STEELE PIA & ANDERSON 
299 South Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Telephone: (801) 961-1300 
Facsimile: (801) 961-1311 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT OF UTAH 
CENTRAL DIVISION 
APG ENTERPRISES, INC., a Utah 
corporation; ASHLEIGH SOPHIA, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company; ATLAS 
CAPITAL MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; BC HAVEN 
LIMITED, L.P., a Utah limited partnership; 
BPW FINANCIAL CORP., a Utah 
corporation; DINERO UNLIMITED, LLC 
f/k/a GROUP 88, LLC, a Florida limited 
liability company; FLORIN CAPITAL 
GROUP, LLC, an Arizona limited liability 
company; FORTE VENTURES, LLC, a 
Wyoming limited liability company; GLORY 
AND WEALTH, LLC f/k/a JUANG L. LIN, 
LLC, a Washington limited liability company; 
GOOD ONE ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; GREENHOUSE 
CAPITAL, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; GREG JOHNSON, an individual; 
JOHNSON & HELD LTD., a Colorado 
corporation; KM5 ENTERPRISES, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company; L H 
BUSINESS SOLUTIONS, INC., a Utah 
corporation; MAGNOLIA DEVELOPMENT 
Incorporated, a California corporation; 
AMENDED COMPLAINT (Jury Trial 
Requested) 
Civil No. 2:08 cv 00951 
Judge Campbell 
Case 2:08-cv-009,r TC-BCW Document 3 Filed 12f ' '08 Page 2 of 49 
MEDITERRANEAN AVENUE, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; OPTIMAL 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation; 
PAYDAY FUNDING GROUP, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; PRATT & 
ASSOCIATES, INC., a Utah corporation; PS1 
GROUP, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; PS1 GROUP, LLC, a Wyoming 
limited liability company; PSV GROUP, LLC, 
a Utah limited liability company; REBEL X 
DIVERSIFIED, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; RENEGADE BAY, LLC, a 
Wyoming limited liability company; 
SPYGLASS MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; THREE PALMS, 
LLC, a Wyoming limited liability company; 
TITAN ADVISORS, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company; UTAHFILINGS.COM, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company; UTAH 
MOUNTAIN, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company; VEREDUS CAPITAL, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; WESTBROOK 
FINANCIAL INVESTMENTS, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company; XSTAR 
FINANCIAL, LLC, a Wyoming limited 
liability company; 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
MONEY & MORE, INC, a Nevada 
corporation; EVOLUTION 
DEVELOPMENTS, LLC, a Wyoming limited 
liability company; GALE ROBINSON, an 
individual; LARRY BOSH, an individual; 
SHAWN BENSON, an individual; MIKE 
SMITH, an individual; and JOHN DOES 1 
through 100, 
Defendants. 
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Plaintiffs, APG Enterprises, Inc.; Atlas Capital Management, LLC; BPW Financial 
Corp.; Dinero Unlimited, LLC f/k/a Group 88, LLC; Florin Capital Group, LLC; Glory and 
Wealth, LLC tfk/a Juang L. Lin, LLC; Johnson & Held Ltd.; KM5 Enterprises, LLC; LH 
Business Solutions, Inc.; Magnolia Development Incorporated; Optimal Resource Management 
Corporation; Payday Funding Group, LLC; Pratt & Associates, Inc.; Profitable Solutions, LLC; 
PS1 Group, LLC; PSV Group, LLC; Renegade Bay, LLC; Three Palms, LLC; Utah Mountain, 
LLC; Veredus Capital, LLC; Westbrook Financial Investments, LLC; and Xstar Financial, LLC; 
(collectively referred to hereinafter as "Plaintiffs," or "Investors"), by and through their legal 
counsel, Stucki Steele Pia & Anderson, bring this Complaint and aver, upon personal knowledge 
as to themselves and their own acts and upon information and belief as to all other matters based 
upon the investigation made by and through counsel, as follows: 
PARTIES, JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
1. Plaintiff APG Enterprises, Inc. ("APG") is a Utah corporation authorized to do 
business in Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah County, State of Utah. 
2. Plaintiff Ashleigh Sophia, LLC ("Ashleigh") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah 
County, State of Utah. 
3. Plaintiff Atlas Capital Management, LLC ("Atlas") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in 
Utah County, State of Utah. 
4. Plaintiff BC Haven, LLC ("BC") is a Utah limited liability company, authorized 
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to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah County, State of 
Utah. 
5. Plaintiff BPW Financial Corp. ("BPW") is a Utah corporation authorized to do 
business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake County, State of 
Utah. 
6. Plaintiff Dinero Unlimited, LLC #k/a Group 88, LLC ("Dinero") is a Florida 
limited liability company, authorized to do business in both the States of Florida and Arizona, 
with its principal place of business in Maricopa County, State of Arizona. 
7. Plaintiff Florin Capital Fund I, LLC ("Florin") is an Arizona limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Arizona, with its principal place of business in 
Maricopa County, State of Arizona. 
8. Plaintiff Forte Ventures, LLC ("Forte") is a Wyoming limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principle place of 
business in Utah County, State of Utah. 
9. Plaintiff Good One Enterprises, LLC ("Good One") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in 
Utah County, State of Utah. 
10. Plaintiff Glory and Wealth, LLC flk/a Juang L. Lin, LLC ("G&W") is a 
Washington limited liability company, authorized to do business in both the States of 
Washington and Arizona, with its principal place of business in Maricopa County, State of 
Arizona. 
4 
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11. Plaintiff Greenhouse Capital, LLC ("Greenhouse") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in 
Utah County, State of Utah. 
12. Plaintiff Greg Johnson ("Johnson") is an individual who resides in Juab County, 
State of Utah. 
13. Plaintiff Johnson & Held Ltd. ("J&H") is a Colorado corporation, authorized to 
do business in the State of Colorado, with its principal place of business in Arapahoe County, 
State of Colorado. 
14. Plaintiff KM5 Enterprises, Inc. ("KM5") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. 
15. Plaintiff LH Solutions, LLC ("LH") is a Wyoming limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal place of 
business in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
16. Plaintiff Magnolia Development Incorporated ("Magnolia") is a California 
corporation, authorized to do business in the State of California, with its principal place of 
business in Alameda County, State of California. 
17. Plaintiff Mediterranean Avenue, LLC is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah 
County, State of Utah. 
18. Plaintiff Optimal Resource Management Corporation ("ORM") is a Nevada 
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Corporation, authorized to do business in both the States of California and Nevada, with its 
principal place of business in Alameda County, State of California. 
19. Plaintiff Payday Funding Group, LLC ("PFG") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in 
Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
20. Plaintiff Pratt & Associates, Inc. ("Pratt") is a Utah corporation, authorized to do 
business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah County, State of Utah. 
21. Plaintiff PS1 Group, LLC ("PS1 Utah") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. 
22. Plaintiff PS1 Group, LLC ("PS1 Wyoming") is a Wyoming limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal 
place of business in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
23. Plaintiff PSV Group, LLC ("PSV") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. 
24. Plaintiff Rebel X Diversified, LLC ("Rebel") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. 
25. Plaintiff Renegade Bay, LLC ("Renegade") is a Wyoming limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal 
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place of business in Utah County, State of Utah. 
26. Plaintiff Spyglass Management, LLC ("Spyglass") is a Utah limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in 
Utah County, State of Utah. 
27. Plaintiff Three Palms, LLC ("Three Palms") is a Wyoming limited liability 
company, authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Arizona, with its 
principal place of business in Maricopa County, State of Arizona. 
28. Plaintiff Titan Advisors, LLC ("Titan") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Utah 
County, State of Utah. 
29. Plaintiff Utah Mountain, LLC ("UH") is a Wyoming limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal place of 
business in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
30. Plaintiff Utahfilings.com, LLC ("UF") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business in Salt Lake 
County, State of Utah. 
31. Plaintiff Veredus Capital, LLC ("Veredus") is a Utah limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of business at Utah 
County, State of Utah. 
32. Plaintiff Westbrook Financial Investments, LLC ("Westbrook") is a Utah limited 
liability company, authorized to do business in the State of Utah, with its principal place of 
7 
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business in Salt Lake County, State of Utah. 
33. Plaintiff Xstar Financial, LLC, is a Wyoming limited liability company, 
authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal place of 
business in Weber County, State of Utah. 
34. Defendant Money & More, Inc. ("M&M"), is a Nevada corporation, which, upon 
information and belief, is authorized to do business in both the States of Nevada and California, 
with its principal place in Riverside County, State of California. 
35. Upon information and belief, Defendant Evolution Developments, LLC 
("Evolution"), is a Wyoming limited liability company, which, upon information and belief, is 
authorized to do business in both the States of Wyoming and Utah, with its principal place of 
business in Utah County, State of Utah. During all relevant times hereto, Evolution, upon 
information and belief, acted as the manager and/or an agent for the investment arm of M&M. 
36. Defendant Gale Robinson ("Robinson") is an individual, who, upon information 
and belief, resides in Riverside County, State of California, and at all relevant times hereto was 
the President of M&M. 
37. Defendant Larry Bosh ("Bosh") is an individual who, upon information and 
belief, resides in Juab County, State of Utah, and during the relevant time period was an 
owner/member and Manager of Evolution. 
38. Defendant Shawn Benson ("Benson") is an individual who, upon information and 
belief, resides in Washington County, State of Utah, and during the relevant time period was an 
8 
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owner/member and Manager of Evolution. 
39. Defendant Michael J. Smith ("Smith") is an individual, who, upon information 
and belief, is currently incarcerated at the Englewood Federal Correctional Institute located in 
Littleton, Colorado, where since being convicted on or about March 6, 2008 he is serving a 36-
month prison sentence for federal tax and fraud crimes. Prior to his conviction, Smith was, upon 
information and belief, a resident of Juab County, State of Utah, and an owner/member and 
Manager of Evolution. 
40. Defendants John Doe 1 through 100 are officers, directors, agents, or 
representatives of M&M and/or Evolution, or other persons or entities who are or may be liable 
for the acts set forth herein. 
41. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action pursuant to 
Sections 5(a), 5(c), 15 and 22 of the Securities Act, [15 U.S.C. §§ 77e(a), 77e(c), 77o and 77v]; 
Sections 10(b), 20(a) and 27 of the Exchange Act, [15 U.S. §§ 78j(b), 78t(a) and 78aa], 
Exchange Act Rule 10b-5, [17 C.F.R. § 240.10b-5]; and the federal RICO laws and regulations 
[18 U.S.C. § 1964; 28 U.S.C. §1331; and 28 U.S.C. §1367]. 
42. Venue is appropriate in this Court pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 77v, 18 U.S.C. § 1965 
and 28 U.S.C. §1391(b). The defendants have purposefully availed themselves of the rights and 
privileges of the State of Utah and a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the 
claims set forth herein occurred in Utah. 
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GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 
Overview of Defendants9 Business Operations and Investment Raising Activities 
43. M&M operates a deferred deposit loan transaction business (i.e. it provides short-
term payday loans and advances) and, upon information and belief, holds the requisite Check 
Casher's Permit issued by the State of California to engage in such business. 
44. M&M presently conducts its loan business out of four separate offices located in 
or nearby Hemet, California. 
45. Upon information and belief, Robinson is the founder of M&M and has served as 
its President since its inception in approximately 2001. During the relevant time period, 
Robinson has continually held herself out as being responsible for managing M&M's business 
affairs and its day-to-day operations. 
46. Evolution was, upon information and belief, organized in early June 2007 for the 
purpose of acting as the sole manager of the then-newly created investment arm of M&M's 
business and to also act as M&M's agent for the raising of new investment capital needed to 
fund M&M's desired expansion of its business operations. Evolution acquired these exclusive 
appointments from M&M under the terms of a management agreement (the "Management 
Agreement"), which, upon information and belief, Evolution (or Bosh) and M&M executed 
shortly after Evolution's inception. Upon acquiring these appointments in or about early June 
2007, Evolution subsequently acted, on a continual basis, as the manager and/or agent for the 
investment arm of M&M's business until at least early October 2008. 
47. As the manager and/or an agent of M&M's investment arm, Evolution assisted 
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M&M in raising all, or virtually all, sums of investor capital paid to M&M during the period of 
time of approximately early June 2007 through early October 2008. 
48. Acting under the scope of its agency with M&M, Evolution (through the 
individual efforts of Bosh, Benson and Smith), assisted M&M in raising at least $59 million of 
investment capital from numerous separate investors (the "Investors"), including a combined 
sum of investment funds provided by Plaintiffs totaling over $28 million. 
49. Defendants raised all such investment funds through the offering and sale of 
investment contract securities, in the form of (a) written agreements, titled "Factor Agreements" 
(each an "Investor Agreement" and collectively, the "Investor Agreements"), which were 
separately entered into by and between M&M and each Investor (including each Plaintiff), and 
which each contain identical, or virtually identical, terms and provisions, excluding the particular 
investment amount paid by each Investor which appears on the Investor Agreements; and (b) oral 
agreements entered into (in certain instances, on multiple separate occasions) by and between 
M&M and many of the Investors (including the majority of Plaintiffs) following an Investor's 
execution of its written Investor Agreement, pursuant to which the Investor provided, subject to 
and in accordance with the same terms and conditions contained in the Investor's written 
Investor Agreement, additional amounts of investment funds to M&M (i.e. oral addendums to 
the Investor Agreement which modified only the principal amount of the investment funds paid 
to M&M indicated in the Investor Agreement (in order to account for the additional amounts 
invested by that Investor)). 
50. The process by which Defendants induced Plaintiffs and the other Investors to 
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invest in M&M was substantially similar in all material respects for each Investor. 
51. Evolution (primarily through Bosh), acting under the purview, knowledge, and 
direction of M&M and its principals, officers, managers, agents, and employees and for their 
benefit, initiated contact with each prospective Investor representing that it was doing so for the 
purpose of presenting to the Investor an investment opportunity with M&M. 
52. Bosh introduced Evolution to Plaintiffs as having been appointed by M&M as the 
manager of the investment arm of M&M's business, and represented that he was seeking to raise 
investment capital on behalf of M&M, which M&M would then use for the sole and exclusive 
purpose of funding payday loans to customers of M&M. 
53. During or shortly after this initial contact, the Investor was usually also 
introduced to Benson and Smith, individuals who Bosh represented were the other 
owners/Managers of Evolution and who, together with Bosh, served as the management team for 
M&M's investment segment. 
54. At no time during any of Plaintiffs' numerous communications with Bosh and/or 
any other Defendant that occurred prior to March 6, 2008 in connection with Plaintiffs' 
respective contemplated investments in M&M did any Defendant disclose to any Plaintiff any 
information relating to criminal charges for fraud pending against Smith, which, given that 
Smith's conviction on these charges occurred on or about March 6, 2008, were undoubtedly 
known to Defendants and pending at the time Defendants presented M&M's investment program 
to any Investor during early 2008. 
55. During the period of negotiations between each Plaintiff, on the one hand, and 
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Evolution, acting on behalf of M&M on the other hand, Evolution and M&M (primarily through 
Bosh and Robinson) repeatedly represented to Plaintiffs that M&M's business operations were 
extremely profitable and lucrative. Defendants also represented to each Plaintiff that 
investments with M&M were earning a return often percent (10%) per month (over two hundred 
percent (200%) annually when compounded) as a contractually agreed-upon monthly fee paid to 
each of M&M's Investors (the "Fee Payment") in exchange for M&M's use of the Investors' 
investment funds. 
56. Further, Defendants made numerous additional misrepresentations about M&M's 
financial status, including, among other things, M&M's monthly operating expenses and 
revenue, the projected revenue from M&M's current and anticipated future loans, the average 
estimated loan default rate, and the monthly Fee Payment obligation then-owed by M&M to all 
of its Investors. Defendants' representations regarding the purported profitability of M&M's 
operations were made in order to induce the Investors (including each Plaintiff) to invest money 
in M&M under the Investor Agreements. 
57. Defendants also provided certain financial records of M&M to each Plaintiff 
which according to Defendants' representations, contained information that supported these 
representations. 
58. In particular, beginning at the latest in or about January 2008, Defendants, upon 
information and belief, caused Perkins, M&M's Accounting Manager, to substantially alter and 
falsify the financial records of M&M to show that M&M's monthly business operations were 
profitable, when, in fact, they were not. Defendants provided these falsified financial records to 
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the Investors, including Plaintiffs, in order to induce the Investors to make initial and/or 
additional investments in M&M. 
59. For example, M&M's financial records for June 2008, which, upon information 
and belief, had been altered by Perkins and then distributed by Defendants to many prospective 
and existing Investors, provided that M&M's net income for that month exceeded $170,000. 
However, upon information and belief, M&M's actual net income for June 2008 was a loss of 
more than $9,000,000. 
60. Likewise, Defendants provided to numerous prospective and existing Investors 
certain financial records of M&M for July 2008, which, upon information and belief, had also 
been falsified by Perkins, and which showed net income of more than $2,000,000, when, in fact, 
M&M had losses during July 2008 of more than $ 11,000,000. 
61. Similar gross discrepancies exist between the monthly amounts of net income 
appearing in the altered financial records of M&M which Defendants provided to the Investors 
and the actual monthly amounts of substantial net losses which M&M incurred during each of 
the other months of 2008. 
62. Accordingly, upon information and belief and as previously noted above, 
beginning in or about January 2008 at the latest, M&M was not generating sufficient monthly 
revenue from its loan business to meet its then-existing obligations to make Fee Payments to 
Investors who, at that time, had already invested capital with M&M. Thus, beginning in or about 
2007 or January 2008 at the latest and continuing until the present, Defendants knew that M&M 
could not perform any of its obligations regarding the payment of compensation owed to each 
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Investor for M&M's use (and/or the strict limitations on its use) of the investment funds set forth 
in the Investor Agreements, the oral agreements relating thereto and/or otherwise agreed upon by 
M&M with any and all Investors during that period of time.. 
63. Evolution (through Bosh) also repeatedly represented to each Plaintiff that neither 
Evolution nor any other member of the management team for M&M's investment' arm 
(including, among others, Bosh, Benson or Smith) would receive any management fee, 
commission, or similar compensation from the investment funds provided by any Plaintiff to 
M&M in connection with an investment of capital in M&M's business. 
64. Each Plaintiff ultimately determined to make an investment in M&M based on the 
representations made by Defendants provided at various times to each Plaintiff separately. 
65. Pursuant to the terms of the Investor Agreements, each Plaintiff agreed to invest 
an initial principal amount (the "Initial Investment Amount") with M&M within a short period of 
time following the execution of its Investor Agreement. 
66. Paragraph 2 of each Investor Agreement provides that the investment funds 
provided to M&M thereunder "shall be used to acquire payday loan accounts-receivables 
only and not for the general operation of [M&M's] business." (Emphasis added). Upon 
information and belief, all other Investor Agreements contain language identical or virtually 
identical to that of Paragraph 2 of each Plaintiffs Investor Agreement. 
67. Paragraph 2 of each Investor Agreement also provides that all investment funds 
provided to M&M by each Plaintiff "will be assigned to a sub account belonging exclusively to 
[that Plaintiff]." Upon information and belief, identical or virtually identical language is also 
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found in the Investor Agreements of each of the other Investors. 
68. Paragraph 3 of each Plaintiffs Investor Agreement provides that M&M agrees to 
pay such Plaintiff, on a monthly basis, the Fee Payment equal to "10% per month (30% per 
Quarter)" as a percentage of the investment funds provided by that Plaintiff to M&M in 
exchange for each Plaintiffs investment of such funds with M&M under its Investor Agreement. 
Paragraph 6 of the Investor Agreements similarly repeats that M&M shall pay to Plaintiff a fee 
(i.e. the Fee Payment) of "10% per month." The language used to describe the Fee Payments and 
the interest rate thereof set forth in Paragraphs 3 and 6 of each Plaintiffs Investor Agreement is 
also, upon information and belief, identical or substantially similar to the language and interest 
rate appearing in the Investor Agreements of all other Investors. 
69. Following Plaintiffs' respective payments of the Initial Investment Amount, the 
majority of Plaintiffs (and all other Investors) subsequently agreed to provide additional 
investment capital to M&M, subject to and in accordance with the terms and conditions of that 
Plaintiffs Investor Agreement.. 
70. Prior to entering into each Investor Agreement and/or accepting any new or 
additional investment funds from any of Plaintiffs (and/or the other Investors), Defendants made 
no inquiry into the investment experience of any Investor nor made any effort to otherwise 
ascertain whether an Investor was an Unaccredited or not. Upon information and belief, many of 
the Investors who invested monies in M&M were, and, to date, remain Unaccredited Investors 
(as that term is defined under the relevant securities laws and regulations). 
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71. The Investor Agreements constitute investment contracts, and therefore, qualify 
as a security under Section 2(a)(1) of the Securities Act of 1933 (the "Securities Act"), 15 U.S.C. 
§77b(a)(l), and Section 3(a)(10) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the "Exchange Act55), 
15 U.S.C. §78(a)(10). 
72. Upon information and belief, no registration statement was filed or subsequently 
has been filed or is in effect with the Securities and Exchange Commission (the "SEC") in 
connection with any Plaintiffs execution of the Investor Agreement, the investment contract 
security offered and sold by Defendants to each Plaintiff separately. 
73. The Investor Agreements of Plaintiffs do not disclose any of the risks associated 
with investing in M&M nor contain any financial information about M&M nor of any 
Defendant. Indeed, prior to each Plaintiffs signing of its respective Investor Agreement, neither 
Bosh, Robinson, Evolution, M&M nor any other Defendant provided to that Plaintiff any 
prospectus, offering memorandum, mandated disclosures or any other information relating to 
such Plaintiffs investment in M&M under its Investor Agreement, besides the certain financial 
records of M&M referenced above, which, upon information and belief, contained false 
information with respect to the profitability of M&M's operations. To date, no Plaintiff has ever 
been provided copies of any such information by Defendants. 
74. Upon information and belief, no registration statement has ever been filed with 
any relevant state or federal securities regulator in connection with the offer or sale of any 
Investor Agreement by Defendants to an Investor, and no exemption from registration under any 
of the relevant state or federal securities laws applies. 
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75* Moreover, upon information and belief, at the times each Plaintiff executed its 
respective Investor Agreement (and thereby these investment contract securities were offered 
and sold to each Plaintiff), none of the Defendants was registered as a securities agent or broker 
with any relevant state or federal securities regulator. 
76. Additionally, pursuant to the terms of the Investor Agreements and the 
representations made by Defendants, Defendants made misrepresentations to each Investor 
relative to promises for a return on each Investor's investment as well as the principal. 
77. In or about early August 2008, Defendants announced to the Investors of M&M 
(including Plaintiffs) that Defendants had begun taking steps which they claimed were necessary 
to bring M&M (and its investment raising activities in particular) into compliance with certain 
SEC requirements. Thereafter, through a series of additional written communications to the 
Investors, Defendants represented that they were in the process of preparing, among other things, 
a Private Placement Memorandum (the "PPM"), which Defendants stated would be provided to 
each Investor along with a subscription agreement for execution by that Investor. 
78. In connection with Defendants preparation of the PPM, Defendants also 
circulated to the Investors a document titled "Preliminary Investor Suitability Questionnaire" 
(the "Investor Questionnaire"), which Defendants requested be completed and returned by each 
Investor. Defendants represented that a completed Investor Questionnaire was required from 
each Investor in order to determine which of M&M's Investors were "Accredited Investors" and 
which were "Unaccredited Investors, as those terms are defined by the SEC and the securities 
laws. According to Defendants, the accreditation status of each Investor was needed because no 
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more than 35 of M&M's Investors could be "Unaccredited Investors" if Defendants were to 
bring M&M into compliance with the SEC's requirements. 
79. Defendants also announced in connection with their requests to obtain the 
completed Investor Questionnaires that if it was determined that M&M had more than 35 
Unaccredited Investors, then certain of those Unaccredited Investors, may have their investment 
funds refunded and their investment with M&M terminate as a result. 
80. While Defendants continued to circulate additional written communications to the 
Investors relating to the PPM from time to time during an approximately 45 day period, 
ultimately, Defendants failed to circulate a completed draft of the PPM to the Investors or 
otherwise take any further concrete action designed to address or respond to the SEC compliance 
issues, which according to Defendants M&M currently faced. 
81. Indeed, despite repeatedly acknowledging that Defendants had failed to comply 
with the SEC's requirements in conducting their investment raising activities with the Investors 
and that Defendants needed to bring M&M into compliance with those requirements, 
Defendants, upon information and belief, continued to raise additional investment capital for 
M&M from new or existing Investors without making any changes to the methods and 
procedures they employed. 
82. On or about October 1, 2008, Defendants circulated an email to the Investors, 
including each Plaintiff, wherein Defendants announced that effective October 6, 2008 (the 
"Investment Deadline"), Defendants would no longer accept any additional investment capital in 
M&M from either new or existing Investors. Besides stating M&M's desire to proceed in the 
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future as a "self-funded company," Defendants provided no explanation to the Investors for the 
sudden and dramatic change of policy or the reasoning behind the decision to make such a 
change within only days of its announcement. Following the announcement, during subsequent 
private communications with many of the Investors, Defendants encouraged the Investors to 
invest additional monies in M&M before the Investment Deadline. Despite representing that no 
additional investment monies would be accepted after the Investment Deadline (allegedly so that 
M&M could thereby promptly make the switch to operate as a "self-funded company"), 
Defendants accepted investment monies from numerous different new and existing Investors 
after the Investment Deadline. 
83. Defendants' representation to the Investors that the decision to discontinue the 
acceptance of additional investment funds following the Investment Deadline was based on 
M&M's desire to operate as a self-funded company, is belied by the fact thatat: the time 
Defendants made this announcement, M&M's debt (both from its operations and that owed to its 
Investors) was so substantial that Defendants could not have reasonably believed that M&M 
could begin operating as a self-funded company within the time period contemplated by 
Defendants, 
84. Based on Defendants' sudden and arbitrary decision to establish the Investment 
Deadline, and their acceptance of large amounts of investment funds after the Deadline, 
Defendants' purpose for announcing the Investment Deadline was, upon information and belief, 
to quickly acquire a large influx of investment capital from Investors by persuading them, under 
false pretenses, that there existed only a short and final window of opportunity to make an 
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additional investment in M&M and that if the Investors failed to hastily act prior to the 
Investment Deadline, this window of opportunity would be forever closed. 
85. Upon information and belief, M&M has failed to make any Fee Payments owed to 
any of the Investors who provided additional investment funds to M&M since October 1, 2008, 
which Fee Payments, pursuant to the terms of the Investor Agreements, M&M was required to 
begin paying 30 days after the date of investment. 
86. While M&M made payment of the scheduled Fee Payments until approximately 
mid-October 2008 owed to all Plaintiffs (except to BPW, which has not received a single Fee 
Payment since investing in M&M in early October 2008), M&M has failed to make any Fee 
Payments since then. 
87. On or about November 26, 2008, during an investors meeting held at M&M's 
offices in Hemet, California, Plaintiffs learned for the first time, along with most, if not all, other 
Investors of the existence of the Management Agreement and M&M's promise thereunder to pay 
Evolution and/or Bosh a sales commission ("Sales Commission") equal to 10% of the total 
investment capital raised by Bosh (and Evolution) on behalf of M&M plus an ongoing monthly 
management fee of 1.66% per month of such total investment amount (the "Management Fee"). 
88. As previously stated, however, none of M&M, Evolution, their respective agents 
or principals, (including Robinson, Bosh, Smith, or Benson), were properly registered with the 
State of California, the State of Utah, the SEC, or any other regulatory body to solicit or manage 
clients' funds at the times M&M paid the Sales Commissions and Management Fee in 
connection with the raising of investment capital by Evolution/Bosh on behalf of M&M. As a 
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result of the payment of such Sales Commission and Management Fee to Bosh/Evolution, upon 
information and belief, M&M paid an unregistered selling agent(s) a commission from the 
money they raised from Plaintiffs. 
89. As also alleged above, according to the express terms of each Plaintiff s Investor 
Agreement, all investment funds provided by Plaintiffs to M&M pursuant to the Investor 
Agreement were to be used for the sole and exclusive purpose of funding payday loans by M&M 
to its customers. The Investor Agreements of Plaintiffs contain no exception for the payment of 
any Sales Commission or Management Fee to Bosh (and/ or Evolution) out of the investment 
funds provided to M&M. 
90. Certain of Plaintiffs have made a written request to M&M asking for the return of 
the combined principal amount of investment funds which those Plaintiffs have paid to M&M 
under their respective Investor Agreements. To date, M&M has provided no response 
whatsoever to these Plaintiffs' requests. Upon information and belief, M&M has likewise 
ignored and/or rejected several similar requests by other Investors. 
Summary of Defendants' Misrepresentations 
91. Defendants represented that funds invested with M&M were earning and would 
continue to earn extraordinary annual returns in the form of the monthly Fee Payments (i.e. 
interest payments) of 10% monthly.. 
92. Defendants' promise to make the monthly Fee Payments in the agreed-upon 
amounts to each Investor was a blatant misrepresentation because M&M was not capable of 
generating profits from its use of the investment funds in amounts sufficient to cover payment of 
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the scheduled monthly Fee Payments M&M owed to its Investors, without the operation of a 
Ponzi scheme.. 
93. Further, Defendantshad no reasonable basis to believe, based on their knowledge 
of M&M's financial performance and revenues generated during prior months, that M&M would 
generate a sufficient amount of revenues from its business operations for M&M to fulfill the Fee 
Payment obligation owed to each of its Investors under the Investor Agreements. 
94. Defendants further misrepresented to the Investors that, according to the terms of 
the Investor Agreements and representations repeatedly made by Defendants, all investment 
funds provided by the Investors to M&M pursuant to the Investor Agreements would be used by 
M&M for the sole and exclusive purpose of funding payday loans to its customers. 
95. Defendants knew, however, at the times they made such promises to the Investors 
that, contrary to Defendants' representations and promises, the investment funds provided by the 
Investors were being used by M&M for purposes other than the funding of payday loans to 
customers. 
96. Defendants failed to disclose to the Investors, including Plaintiffs, prior to the 
times the Investors entered into their respective Investor Agreements with M&M, the existence 
of the Management Agreement in which M&Magreed to pay Evolution (and/or Bosh) a sales 
commission equal to 10% of the aggregate amount of investment capital raised by Evolution 
(and/or through the efforts of Bosh) from the combined group of Investors, plus an ongoing 
monthly management fee of 1.66% per month of such aggregate investment amount. In direct 
contravention of each Plaintiffs Investor Agreement, M&M, upon information and belief, used a 
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portion of the investment funds provided by each Investor to pay the commissions and fees 
M&M owed to Evolution (and/or Bosh) under the Management Agreement. 
97. M&M also used a significant portion of the principal amount of the investment 
funds provided by each Investor to pay the the monthly Fee Payments M&M owed to its group 
of Investors. Indeed, upon information and belief, beginning in January 2008, at the latest, the 
amount of revenue generated each month from M&M's customer loans combined with the 
remaining principal amount of all investment funds provided by Investors to M&M prior to that 
time was insufficient to cover the aggregate amount of the monthly Fee Payment obligations 
owed by M&M to the Investors. 
98. Accordingly, beginning in January 2008, at the latest, Defendants investment 
program operated as a Ponzi scheme, Le. a scheme whereby M&M paid the monthly Fee 
Payments to the Investors (under their respective Investor Agreements) from the investment 
monies contributed by other new Investors to M&M (and/or from the principal amount of an 
Investor's own investment monies provided to M&M) and not through the revenue generated by 
M&M through its making of payday loans. 
99. Over the course of the entire scheme, Defendants used only a fraction of the funds 
raised from Investors to fund payday loans. 
100. While many of the Investors received their promised monthly Fee Payments from 
M&M for a period of time under Defendants' fraudulent scheme using the investment funds of 
other Investors and not revenues generated by customer loans, eventually, beginning in 
approximately mid-October 2008, shortly after Defendants had solicited and received a large 
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amount of additional investment funds from several new and existing Investors, M&M ceased 
making any and all scheduled monthly Fee Payments owed to its Investors under the Investor 
Agreements. 
101. Defendants have recently admitted that M&M's business model at present cannot 
nor at any time could support the return on investment Defendants promised to the Investors and 
that M&M therefore has no ability whatsoever to fulfill the obligations it owes to the Investors 
under the Investor Agreements. 
102. Defendants have refused to comply with several requests from Investors asking 
for a return of the principal amount of their investments. Defendants have also represented to the 
Investors that, at most, the Investors may be repaid the principal amount of their investment in 
M&M but are unwilling or unable to state when such refunds may be made. 
Control Person Liability of Individual Defendants 
103. Robinson, at all relevant times hereto, was the President of M&M and is therefore 
a control person as defined in the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. § 770], the Exchange Act, Section 
20(a) [15 U.S.C. § 78t], and in Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-22(4). 
104. Bosh, at all relevant times hereto, was a Manager of Evolution and is therefore a 
control person as defined in the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. § 770], the Exchange Act, Section 
20(a) [15 U.S.C. § 78t], and in Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-22(4). 
105. Upon information and belief, Robinson had knowledge of the misrepresentations 
and omissions alleged herein, and participated and/or aided in the offering and sales of the 
investment contract securities to Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
Case 2:08-cv-009f TC-BCW Document 3 Filed 121? ' '08 Page 26 OT 4y 
106. As the President of M&M, Robinson directed and controlled, directly or 
indirectly, the management and policies of M&M, including those of its investment arm, and the 
actions of Evolution (and/or Bosh, Benson and Smith) who were raising money for M&M 
through the offerings described herein. 
107. Upon information and belief, Bosh had knowledge of the misrepresentations and 
omissions alleged herein, and participated and/or aided in the offering and sales of the 
investment contract securities to Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
108. Benson, at all relevant times hereto, was a Manager of Evolution and is therefore 
a control person as defined in the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. § 770], the Exchange Act, Section 
20(a) [15 U.S.C. § 78t], and in Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-22(4). 
109. Upon information and belief, Benson had knowledge of the misrepresentations 
and omissions alleged herein, and participated and/or aided in the offering and sales of the 
investment contract securities to Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
110. Smith, at all relevant times hereto up until his conviction and subsequent 
incarceration on or about March 6, 2008, was a Manager of Evolution and is therefore a control 
person as defined in the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. § 770], the Exchange Act, Section 20(a) [15 
U.S.C. § 78t], and in Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-22(4). 
111. Upon information and belief, Smith had knowledge of the misrepresentations and 
omissions alleged herein, and participated and/or aided in the offering and sales of the 
investment contract securities to Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
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FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Breach of Express and Oral/Implied Contracts—Against M&M) 
112. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
113. According to the terms of the express, oral, and implied agreements set forth in 
the general allectaions, Defendants were obligated to use Investors' money in a prescribed 
manner, make payments to Investors as set forth herein, and act in other required ways. 
114. The Investors have performed all of the obligations it owed to Defendants 
pursuant to the terms of the parties' agreements. 
115. Defendants failed to make Fee Payments in the required amounts in breach of the 
Investor Agreements. 
116. Defendants failed to use Investors' money in accordance with the parties' 
agreement, including, without limitation Paragraph 2 of each Plaintiffs Investor Agreement. 
117. M&M's failure to timely perform its obligations under the parties' agreements as 
set forth in the General Allegations constitutes a material breach thereof. 
118. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants' breaches of the parties' 
agreements, Investors have been damaged in an amount to be proven at trial. 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations of Sections 5(a) and 5(c) of the Securities Act 
(Sale of Unregistered Securities—Against All Defendants) 
119. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
120. In soliciting Plaintiffs' investments in M&M, Defendants directed numerous 
contacts and communications to Plaintiffs by mail, telephone, facsimile and/or email. 
121. No registration statement was filed or in effect with the SEC pursuant to the 
Securities Act and no exemption from registration exists with respect to the securities and 
transactions described herein. 
122. Since, upon information and belief, at least June 2007 through the present, 
Defendants, directly and indirectly, have been: (a) making use of the means or instruments of 
transportation or communication in interstate commerce or of the mails, including emails, to sell 
securities as described herein, through the use or medium of a prospectus or otherwise; (b) 
carrying securities or causing such securities, as described herein, to be carried through the mails 
or in interstate commerce, by any means or instruments of transportation, for the purpose of sale 
or delivery after sale; and/or (c) making use of the means or instruments of transportation or 
communication in interstate commerce or of the mails, including emails, to offer to sell or offer 
to buy through the use or medium of any prospectus or otherwise, as described herein, without a 
registration statement having been filed or being in effect with the SEC as to such securities. 
123. By reason of the foregoing, Defendants, directly and indirectly, have violated, and 
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unless enjoined, will continue to violate Sections 5(a) and 5(c) of the Securities Act, 15 U.S.C. 
§§77e(a)and77e(c). 
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations of Section 17(a)(1) of the Securities Act 
(Antifraud violations—Against all Defendants) 
124. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
125. From at least June 2007 through the present, Defendants, in connection with the 
offer and sale of securities, by the use of the means and instruments of transportation and 
communication in interstate commerce or by the use of the mails, including emails, directly and 
indirectly, have employed and are employing devices, schemes and artifices to defraud. 
126. Defendants knew or were reckless in not knowing of the activities described 
above. 
127. By reason of the activities herein described, the Defendants have violated and are 
violating Section 17(a)(1) of the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. §77q(a)(l)]. 
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations of Section 17(a)(2) and 17(a)(3) of the Securities Act 
(Antifraud violations—Against all Defendants) 
128. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
129. From at least June 2007 through the present, Defendants, in connection with the 
offer and sale of securities, by the use of the means and instruments of transportation and 
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communication in interstate commerce or by the use of the mails, including emails, directly and 
indirectly, have obtained and are obtaining money and property by means of untrue statements of 
material fact or omissions to state material facts necessary in order to make the statements made, 
in light of the circumstances under which they were made, not misleading, and have engaged and 
are engaging in transactions, practices or courses of business which have operated and will 
operate as a fraud and deceit upon Investors. 
By reason of the activities herein described, the Defendants have violated and are violating 
Sections 17(a)(2) and 17(a)(3) of the Securities Act [15 U.S.C. §77q(a)(2) and §77q(a)(3)]. 
FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations of Section 10(b) of the Exchange Act and Rule 10b-5 
(Antifraud violations—Against all Defendants) 
130. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
131. From at least June 2007 through the present, Defendants, in connection with the 
offer and sale of securities, directly and indirectly, by the use of the means and instrumentalities 
of interstate commerce or of the mails, including emails, have employed and are employing 
devices, schemes and artifices to defraud; have made and are making untrue statements of 
material fact and have and are omitting to state material facts necessary in order to make the 
statements made, in light of the circumstances under which they were made, not misleading; and 
have engaged and are engaging in acts, practices and courses of business which operated as a 
fraud and deceit upon Investors. 
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132. Defendants knew or were reckless in not knowing of the activities described 
above. 
133. By reason of the activities herein described, the Defendants have violated and are 
violating Section 10(b) of the Exchange Act [15 U.S.C. §§78j(b)] and Rule 10b-5 [17 C.F.R. 
§240.10b-5] promulgated thereunder. 
SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations, and Aiding and Abetting Violations, of Section 15(c)(1) Of The Exchange Act, 
15 U.S.C. §78o(c)(l), And Rule 10b-3,17 C.F.R. §240.10b-3 
(Antifraud violations by Brokers—Against Evolution, Bosh, Benson, and Smith) 
134. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
135. Evolutions, including its Managers, Bosh, Benson and Smith (collectively, the 
"Broker Defendants"), engaged and are engaging in the business of effecting transactions in 
securities for the accounts of others, and therefore were and are brokers within the meaning of 
Section 3(a)(4) of the Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. §78c(a)(4). 
136. The Broker Defendants, while acting as brokers, directly or indirectly, by use of 
the mails, including emails, or the means or instrumentalities of interstate commerce, has 
effected and is effecting transactions in, and has induced and attempted to induce and are 
attempting to induce the purchase or sale of, securities by means of manipulative, deceptive, or 
other fraudulent devices or contrivances, including: (a) acts, practices, and courses of business 
that operated or would have operated as a fraud or deceit upon any person, including persons to 
whom the Broker Defendants offered and/or sold securities; and (b) making untrue statements of 
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material fact and omissions to state a material fact necessary, in order to make the statements 
made, in light of the circumstances under which they were made, not misleading with knowledge 
or reasonable grounds to believe that such statements are untrue or misleading. 
137. As part of and in furtherance of this violative conduct, Broker Defendants offered 
and/or sold securities by making the material misrepresentations and omissions set forth herein. 
138. Broker Defendants knew, were reckless in not knowing, or had reasonable 
grounds to believe that said representations or omissions were false or misleading. 
139. By reason of the foregoing, Broker Defendants violated, and, unless restrained 
and enjoined, will again violate Section 15(c)(1) of the Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. §78o(c)(l), and 
Rule 10b-3,17 C.F.R. §240.10b-3. 
140. By reason of the foregoing, Robinson aided and abetted, and, unless restrained 
and enjoined, will again aid and abet, Broker Defendants' violations of Section 15(c)(1) of the 
Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. §78o(c)(l), and Rule 10b-3,17 C.F.R. §240.10b-3. 
SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations of Section 15(a) of the Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. §78o(a) 
(Registration violations by Brokers—Against Broker Defendants) 
141. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
142. Each of Broker Defendants, when he/it was neither registered with the SEC as a 
broker nor a properly licensed associated person of a registered broker-dealer, made use of the 
mails, including emails, or means and instrumentalities of interstate commerce to effect 
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transactions in, or to induce or attempt to induce the purchase or sale of securities. 
143. During the time of the transactions and events alleged in this Complaint, Broker 
Defendants were neither registered with the SEC as a broker nor properly licensed to sell 
securities as an associated person of any registered broker-dealer. 
144. By reason of the foregoing, Broker Defendants violated and, unless restrained and 
enjoined, will again violate Section 15(a)(1) of the Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. §78o(a)(l). 
EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations, and Aiding and Abetting Violations, of Section 15(b) of the Exchange Act and 
Rule 15b7-l thereunder, 15 U.S.C. § 78o(b) and 17 C.F.R. § 240.15b7-l 
(Use of Unregistered Salespersons -Against Broker Defendants) 
145. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
146. As a result of the conduct set forth above, Broker Defendants willfully violated 
Section 15(b) of the Exchange Act and Rule 15b7-l promulgated thereunder, 15 U.S.C. § 78o(b) 
andl7C.F.R. §240.15b7-l. 
147. Defendants Robinson aided and abetted Broker Defendants' violations of Section 
15(b) of the Exchange Act and Rule 15b7-l promulgated thereunder, 15 U.S.C. § 78o(b) and 17 
C.F.R. §240.15b7-l. 
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NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Violations, and Aiding and Abetting Violations, of Section 15(b) of the Exchange Act and 
Rules 15bM and 15b3-l thereunder, 15 U.S.C. § 78o(b) and 17 C.F.R. §§ 240.15bl-l, 
240.15b3-l 
(Undisclosed Control Persons -Against Broker Defendants) 
148. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
149. Broker Defendants failed to disclose to the SEC, as required, that Smith exercised 
control, directly or indirectly, over Broker Defendants' management and policies, through 
agreement or otherwise, and that Smith had been convicted on felony tax fraud charges. 
150. As a result, Broker Defendants violated Section 15(b) of the Exchange Act, 15 
U.S.C. § 78o(b), and Rules 15M-1 and 15b3-l promulgated thereunder, and 17 C.F.R. §§ 
240.15bl-l,240.15b3-l. 
TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Violation of State Securities Law - Against all Defendants) 
151. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
152. The Investor Agreements that Defendants sold or provided to Plaintiffs and the 
other Investors constitute investment contract f,securitiesn within the meaning of Section 
61-l-13(24)(a) of the Utah Uniform Securities Act, Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-1, et seq. 
153. At all relevant times herein, each of the Defendants was a "person" within the 
meaning of Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-13(19). 
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154. Neither Plaintiffs' Investor Agreements nor the Investor Agreements of any other 
Investor was registered pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 61-1-1 et seq, and such Agreements were 
not exempted nor were they a federal covered security for which a notice was filed pursuant to 
Utah Code Ann. §61-1-15.5. 
155. In connection with inducing Plaintiffs and each of the other Investors to provide 
investment funds to M&M, acting individually and in concert, directly and indirectly, 
Defendants engaged and participated in and/or aided and abetted a continuous course of conduct 
and conspiracy to misrepresent and to conceal adverse material facts, as specified herein. 
Defendants used means and instrumentalities of interstate and intrastate commerce or the mails 
(a) to employ a device, scheme or artifice to defraud the individual Investors, or (b) to obtain 
their money or property by means of untrue statements of material fact (or by omitting to state 
material facts necessary in order to avoid misleading the investors), or (c) to engage in 
transactions, practices or courses of business operating as a fraud or deceit upon the investors, in 
violation of Utah Code Ann. §§ 61-1-1 and 61-1-2. 
156. Defendants are liable as direct participants in and/or as aiders and abettors of the 
wrongs complained of herein. Defendants were able to (and did) control, directly or indirectly, 
the content of the public statements and other statements disseminated by M&M, within the 
meaning of Utah Code Annotated § 61-l-22(4)(a). 
. 157. In particular, Defendants made the material misrepresentations and/or omissions 
set forth in the foregoing paragraphs of this Complaint. 
158. By failing to inform Plaintiffs or any of the other Investors of material facts, 
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Defendants omitted to state material facts necessary in order to avoid misleading Plaintiffs and 
the other Investors. The material misrepresentations and omissions described herein were 
intentionally or recklessly made. 
159. In reliance upon the above material misrepresentations, and lulled by the above 
material misrepresentations or omissions, the Investors, including Plaintiffs, executed their 
respective Investor Agreements and thereby invested in M&M. 
160. Bosh, Robinson, Benson and Smith committed and knowingly aided and abetted 
the violations of Utah's securities laws as set forth in this claim for relief. Moreover, each were 
"controlling persons" within the meaning of the applicable securities laws. Among other things, 
Bosh, Robinson, Benson and Smith aided and abetted Evolution and M&M and others in the sale 
of the Investor Agreements to the Investors. Due to their management positions these 
Defendants directed the management and policies of Evolution, M&M and others. 
161. At all relevant times, each of the Defendants controlled Evolution and M&M, and 
are, therefore, jointly and severally liable to Plaintiffs. 
162. Defendants have violated Sections 61-1-1 and 61-1-22 of the Utah Uniform 
Securities Act, and Plaintiffs are entitled to recover damages from the Defendants in an amount 
to be determined at trial, together with interest from the date of payment, plus costs and 
reasonable attorneys' fees. 
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163. Additionally, pursuant to Section 61-1-22(2), Utah Code Ann., Defendants should 
be required to pay to Plaintiffs three times the consideration paid by Plaintiff pursuant to the 
Investor Agreements as investment funds in M&M, together with interest, costs, and attorneys' 
fees. 
ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Civil Violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1961, et seq. - Against all Defendants) 
164. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
165. At all times herein, each Defendant was a "person" as defined by 18 U.S.C. § 
1961(3). 
166. Each Defendant was an enterprise engaged in interstate or foreign commerce, or 
the activities of which affected interstate or foreign commerce, as defined by U.S.C. § 1962(b). 
167. Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 1962(b), Defendants engaged in a pattern of racketeering 
activity, including the sale of fraudulent securities, acts of mail fraud and acts of wire fraud as 
described above. Defendants operated and sold investments in M&M; conducted the fraudulent 
schemes in which they directed M&M and other individuals and entities to engage; and 
concealed their fraudulent activities, thereby permitting the Defendants to continue to operate 
and wrongfully profit from M&M. 
168. At all times herein, each of the Defendants engaged in an "enterprise" within the 
meaning of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1961(4), 1962(c). 
169. This enterprise came into being with the creation of M&M's investment arm and 
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the appointment of Evolution (and/or Bosh) as the manager and or agent thereof continued 
thereafter as each of the Defendants participated in the scheme to fraudulently solicit investments 
in M&M, which constituted fraudulent sales of securities. 
170. Throughout the course of the events described in this Complaint, Defendants 
conducted, controlled, or participated in the enterprise affairs, including playing a part in 
directing those affairs, as corporate officers, leading formulators of the fraudulent schemes, and 
key executors of those schemes on behalf of the enterprise, by engaging in a series of illegal acts, 
defined as "racketeering activity" by 18 U.S.C. § 1961(1), including the fraudulent sale of 
securities, mail fraud, and wire fraud. 
171. These acts were all related to one another in that they advanced the objects of the 
conspiracies described herein, in which Defendants played major roles. 
172. Defendants engaged in the sale of fraudulent securities and engaged in schemes to 
defraud investors and to deprive Plaintiffs of assets and funds. 
173. Each of these schemes was furthered through the use of United States Mail or of 
the interstate wires. Each such transaction constitutes mail fraud under 18 U.S.C. § 1341 or of 
wire fraud under 18 U.S.C. § 1343 and is, therefore, a separate racketeering act. 
174. At all times herein, there existed a racketeering enterprise within the meaning of 
18 U.S.C. §§ 1962 (b) and 1962(c) engaged in interstate or foreign commerce whose activities 
affected interstate or foreign commerce. 
175. The acts alleged above constituted primary violations of 18 U.S.C. § 1962 (b) 
and/or (c). 
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176. Defendants agreed to participate in the racketeering affairs of the enterprise when 
they agreed to the activities described in this Complaint. In so agreeing, Defendants also agreed 
to commit two or more predicate acts, and Defendants committed multiple acts of securities, mail 
and wire fraud. 
177. Plaintiffs suffered injury to its person or property as a proximate result of the 
primary violation in an amount to be proven at trial. Defendants are also liable to Plaintiff for 
damages in the amount of three times the actual damages so proven. 
TWELFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Civil Violation of U.C.A. 76-10-1601, et.seq. - Against all Defendants) 
178. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
179. At all times herein, each of the Defendants was a "person" as defined by Utah 
Code Ann. §76-10-1602(3). 
180. At all times herein, each of the Defendants engaged in an "enterprise" within the 
meaning of Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1602(1). 
181. This enterprise came into being with the creation of M&M's investment arm and 
the appointment of Evolution (and/or Bosh) as the manager and or agent thereof and continued 
thereafter as each of the Defendants participated in the scheme to fraudulently solicit investments 
inM&M. 
182. Pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1603, Defendants engaged in a "pattern of 
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unlawful activity" within the meaning of Utah Code Ann. § 76-10-1602(2), including the 
unlawful sale of fraudulent securities, acts of mail fraud, and acts of wire fraud as described 
above: Defendants operated M&M, conducted the fraudulent schemes in which they directed 
M&M and other entities to engage, and concealed their fraudulent activities, thereby permitting 
Defendants to continue to operate and wrongfully profit from M&M and other entities. 
183. Throughout the course of the events described in this Complaint, Defendants 
conducted, controlled, or participated in the enterprise affairs, including playing a part in 
directing those affairs, as corporate officers, leading formulators of the fraudulent schemes, and 
key executors of those schemes on behalf of the enterprise, by engaging in a series of illegal acts, 
including the fraudulent sale of securities, mail fraud, and wire fraud. 
184. These acts were all related to one another in that they advanced the objects of the 
fraudulent activities described herein, in which Defendants played major roles. In this manner, 
each of the Defendants engaged in an unlawful conspiracy, in violation of Utah Code Ann. § 
6-10-1603(4). 
185. Each Plaintiff suffered injury to its person or property as a proximate result of the 
primary violation in an amount to be proven at trial. Defendants are also liable to Plaintiffs for 
damages in the amount of two times the actual damages so proven, in addition to the costs of 
suit, including reasonable attorneys' fees. 
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THIRTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Civil Conspiracy - Against all Defendants) 
186. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
187. Defendants knowingly joined and agreed to a plan to obtain money from Plaintiffs 
under false pretenses and in violation of applicable law. 
188. Defendants combined with each other to make the misrepresentations and 
omissions described in this Complaint. 
189. Each of the misrepresentations and omissions described herein and the 
transactions which led to them were overt acts undertaken in furtherance of these conspiracies. 
190. As a direct result, Plaintiffs have been damaged in an amount to be proven at trial. 
191. Based on Defendants' intentional and malicious conduct, Plaintiffs also are 
entitled to recover punitive damages from Defendants. 
FOURTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Common Law Fraud and/or Negligent Misrepresentation - Against all Defendants) 
192. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
193. Defendants, individually or collectively, participated in or made each of the 
misrepresentations and omissions described in the foregoing sections of this Complaint. 
194. Each of the omissions described above are related to a material matter and the 
Defendants had a duty to speak to Plaintiffs with regard to each of the omissions for at least the 
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following reasons: 
a. The disclosure of these omissions was necessary in order to prevent the 
affirmative representations made with respect to the investment from being misleading. 
b. The omissions were facts basic to the solicitation, marketing, and 
procuring of the investments themselves. 
c. Defendants made misleading partial representations with respect to the 
same subject matter as the omissions referenced herein. 
d. Defendants actively and intentionally concealed and omitted facts from 
Plaintiff. 
195. Each of these misrepresentations and omissions concerned a then existing 
material fact. The material misrepresentations were false and Defendants knew each of these 
misrepresentations were false. Each of these misrepresentations and omissions were made for 
the purpose of inducing Plaintiffs to rely on the misrepresentation and/or omission so that 
Plaintiffs would provide investment funds to Defendants. 
196. In the alternative, Defendants should have known that the representations made to 
Plaintiffs were false, and Defendants were negligent in acquiring or communicating information 
to Plaintiffs. Defendants also had a pecuniary interest in all of the affairs of M&M, and had 
superior knowledge of the subject matter of the misrepresentations and omissions made to 
Plaintiffs. 
197. Plaintiffs were ignorant of the falsity of each of these misrepresentations and 
omissions, and they reasonably relied on these misrepresentations and omissions. 
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198. As a direct, proximate, and foreseeable result of Plaintiffs' reasonable reliance on 
these misrepresentations and omissions, Plaintiffs were damaged in an amount to be determined 
at trial. 
199. As a result of the fraud, negligent misrepresentations, and omissions made by the 
Defendants, Plaintiffs have been damaged in an amount to be determined at trial. 
200. Based on Defendants' malicious, wanton, and intentional behavior, Plaintiffs also 
are entitled to recover punitive damages from Defendants. 
FIFTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Conversion - Against all Defendants) 
201. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
202. Defendants were obligated to (a) keep each Plaintiffs investment funds in a 
separate, segregated sub account owned exclusively by such Plaintiff and (b) use the investment 
funds from such sub accounts only for the funding of payday loans. 
203. Defendants diverted Plaintiffs' funds and used them for other purposes as set forth 
above and failed to keep the funds in segregated subaccounts. 
204. Plaintiffs have demanded return of the diverted funds and hereby again demand 
return of those funds. 
205. Defendants have refused to return the diverted funds. 
206. By reason of the foregoing, Defendants, with the intent to wrongfully appropriate 
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and assume ownership of the diverted funds, have intentionally assumed and exercised the right 
of ownership over the diverted funds to the exclusion of the Plaintiffs' rights of ownership. 
207. Such taking and continued exercise of the right of ownership over the diverted 
funds was and is wrongful, intentional, and malicious. 
208. Plaintiffs hereby request that the Court declare that Defendants have converted 
the diverted funds and award to Plaintiffs damages in an amount equal to the diverted fluids. 
209. The actions constituting conversion by Defendants have been taken with an intent 
indicating malice, fraud, and/or wanton disregard for the rights of Plaintiffs. Therefore, 
Plaintiffs are entitled to punitive damages. 
SIXTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Unjust Enrichment - Against all Defendants) 
210. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
211. Defendants received Plaintiffs' monies in exchange for the worthless promise of 
the monthly Fee Payments by M&M. 
212. Acceptance and retention by Defendants of the monies Plaintiffs paid under 
Plaintiffs5 Investor Agreements is inequitable insofar as it deprives Plaintiffs of fonds that 
rightfully belong to them. 
213. By reason of Defendants' unjust enrichment, Plaintiffs sustained damages in an 
amount to be determined at trial. 
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214. Plaintiffs are entitled to recover the amounts they paid to Defendants pursuant to 
the parties' agreements, plus interest. 
SEVENTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Declaratory Relief- Against all Defendants) 
215. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
216. This action has been brought by Investors to among other things determine the 
claims and rights of each of the investors in M&M and other related entities and/or persons. 
217. This is an appropriate action for this Court to declare the respective rights of the 
parties and the ownership in and to the assets in possession and control of Defendants. 
218. Plaintiffs request that the Court declare the rights of the Investors with respect to 
their investments and the assets of Defendants. 
EIGHTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Constructive Trust) 
219. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
220. Based on the allegations set forth above in the General Allegations, Defendants 
improperly received monies from Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
221. Defendants improperly retained the benefits of their wrongful acts. 
222. Defendants were unjustly enriched by their wrongful acts. 
223. The specific monies wrongfully retained by Defendants are traceable to 
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Defendants bank accounts based on each of the wires or numbered checks written by the 
Investors, including Plaintiffs, and deposited by Defendants. 
224. Injustice would result if Defendants were able to keep monies that rightfully 
belong to Plaintiffs and the other Investors. 
225. A constructive trust should be imposed on the accounts of Defendants over any 
monies or assets received by Defendants. 
NINETEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Accounting - Against M&M) 
226. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
227. As investors in M&M, who, pursuant to the terms of their respective? Investor 
Agreements hold a security interest in M&M's account receivables equal in value to the 
aggregate amount of investment funds Plaintiffs provided to M&M, Plaintiffs are entitled to an 
accounting pursuant to their Investor Agreements. 
228. Plaintiffs seeks and are entitled to a full accounting to determine, without 
limitation, whether and to what extent (a) the individual Defendants, Robinson, Bosh, Benson 
and Smith, received commissions, fees, distributions or any other compensation from M&M 
using a portion of investment monies Plaintiff provided to M&M; and/or (b) Plaintiffs' 
investment monies were used by M&M for any purpose other than to fund payday loans to 
M&M's customers, contrary to the terms of the Investor Agreements of Plaintiffs and 
Defendants representations that all of Plaintiffs' investment funds in M&M would be used solely 
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and exclusively for the funding of payday loans. 
TWENTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Temporary Restraining Order/Injunctive Relief) 
229. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference the other paragraphs of this 
Complaint. 
230. Upon information and belief, Defendants continue to use the investment 
funds provided by Plaintiffs to M&M for purposes other than the funding of payday loans, in 
violation of the terms of Plaintiffs5 Investor Agreements and contrary to the repeated 
representations made by Defendants, including, without limitation, the payment of M&M's 
operating expenses, the payment of salaries or fees to employees, management personnel or 
outside consultants, accountants, and attorneys, and/or for other purposes not permitted by the 
Investment Agreements. 
231. Because of Defendants' actions as set forth herein, unless the Court issues 
a preliminary injunction, Plaintiffs will suffer irreparable harm as a result of Defendants' actions. 
232. The prospective harm incurred by Plaintiffs far outweighs any damages 
that may be caused to Defendants if the Court issues a preliminary injunction. 
233. The preliminary injunction, if issued, will not be adverse to the public 
interest. 
234. A substantial likelihood exists that Plaintiffs will prevail on the merits of 
this matter or, at a minimum, this case presents serious issues on the merits that should be the 
subject of further litigation. 
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235. This Court should therefore issue a preliminary injunction consistent with 
the relief requested below. 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
The Plaintiffs, individually and in their representative capacities, respectfully demand a 
trial by jury of any issue triable of right by a jury. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment in its favor as follows: 
A. Under all causes of action, for judgment against Defendants, jointly and severally, 
in an amount to be determined at trial. 
B. Judgment in favor of Plaintiffs against the Defendants jointly and severally for 
compensatory damages in an amount to be shown at trial; 
C. Judgment in favor of Plaintiffs against each Defendant severally for punitive 
damages in an amount warranted by the proof at trial; 
D. Entry of an Order granting a preliminary injunction freezing the assets of 
Defendants and enjoining the use by Defendants of any portion of Plaintiffs' investment funds, 
or enjoining Defendants from taking any action which may impair the ability of the Investors to 
recover their money or assets and mandating, among other things, the appointment of a trustee to 
work in connection with Defendants to preserve assets and generate revenue for the Investors. 
E. Entry of a permanent injunction, enjoining Defendants from taking any action 
which may impair the ability of the Investors to recover their money or assets and appointing a 
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trustee to work in connection with Defendants to preserve assets and generate revenue for the 
Investors. 
F. Entry of an Order imposing a constructive trust over all of the accounts and 
information of the Defendants relative to the Investors to preserve the assets. 
G. Entry of an Order declaring the respective rights and relationships of the Plaintiffs 
and the other investors, as an unincorporated association, a partnership, or other business entity, 
and further setting forth the constituents and interests in such business entity; 
H. Judgment in favor of Plaintiffs for costs, including discretionary costs and 
reasonable attorneys fees; and 
I. Such other relief as may be available under law or equity as the Court deems just. 
DATED this 24th day of December, 2008. 
STUCKI STEELE PIA & ANDERSON 
Clay Stucki 
Joseph G. Pia 
Mark H. Richards 
By: Isl Clay W. Stucki 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS 
Plaintiffs Address: 
299 South Main Street 
Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
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EXHIBIT W 
AFFIDAVIT OF DEREK E ANDERSON 
STATE OF UTAH ) 
)ss: 
COUNTY OF SALT LAKE ) 
I, Derek E. Anderson, being first duly sworn upon oath, testify as follows: 
1. I am an individual over the age of 21 years, and have personal knowledge of the 
matters set forth in this affidavit. I make this affidavit of my own personal knowledge and would 
so testify if called as a witness in any legal matter. 
2. I worked as an attorney at the law firm of Stucki Steele Pia Anderson & Rencher, 
LLC (the "Old Law Firm"), from August of 2008 through March of 2010, and was part of a team 
of attorneys that represented approximately 50 entities (LLCs, corporations and individuals) that 
comprise approximately 331 individuals (collectively, our "Clients") who collectively invested 
over $47,000,000.00 into a ponzi scheme facilitated by Gale Robinson ("Robinson"), an 
individual residing in Riverside County, California, and Money & More, Inc. ("M&M"), a 
Nevada corporation, with its principal place of business in Hemet, California, which group of 
entities and individuals were later, primarily for convenience and efficiency, folded into one 
limited liability company ("Money & More Investors, LLC"). 
3. My law practice primarily focuses in the areas of corporate law, which causes me 
to spend a lot of time negotiating and drafting legal documents (such as settlement documents), 
in addition to assisting clients with enforcement issues and the collection of assets arising from 
the breach of various agreements. 
4. In March of 2010, along with a number of other attorneys, I left the Old Law Firm 
to form a new law firm called Pia Anderson Dorius Reynard & Moss, LLC (the "New Law 
Firm"), which was subsequently hired by Money & More Investors, LLC to continue the 
representation of the legal matters described herein. 
5. Richard Hales ("Mr. Hales") of the Utah County Attorney's (the "UCA") office 
contacted Joseph Pia ("Mr. Pia), also of the Old Law Firm, on February 25, 2009, seeking 
information from Mr. Pia regarding our Client's civil case (our "Case") against, among others, 
Robinson, M&M, Larry Bosh ("Bosh") and Shawn Benson ("Benson") (collectively, the 
"Defendants"). See Exhibit 1 (all of the emails referenced herein are included in Ex. 1 in 
chronological order) email dated 02/25/2009 from Mr. Hales to Mr. Pia. In that same email, Mr. 
Hales states (i) "I thank you for your cooperation in this matter5' and (ii) "Again, I appreciate 
your help in this matter and hope to continue to work together." In addition, in what seemed to 
be a token of his intent to create a cooperative relationship with the Old Law Firm in these 
matters, Mr. Hales also provides in this same email information regarding the whereabouts of 
Larry Bosh, whom we were attempting to locate for purpose of service of process. See Id 
6. I followed up with Mr. Hales via email to see if I could assist him with 
information he was seeking. He emailed me back on the same date, February 25, 2009, and asked 
if he could speak with me. See Id We finally connected telephonically to discuss some of his 
questions. Mr. Hales' tone was very cooperative and he and I discussed in detail Money & More 
and how we could work together to assist each other in our cases. 
7. Mr. Hales and I, over the next 10 months or so, had numerous phone calls to 
discuss our Case and exchange information openly. If I could not get a hold of Mr. Hales 
telephonically, I would email him for an update on his case, and most times, he would call me to 
give me updates on his investigation. See Ex. 7, email dated April 17, 2009 from Derek E. 
Anderson to Mr. Hales where Derek E. Anderson, replied to Mr. Hales email message stating 
that Mr. Hale would call me on Monday to provide an update. 
8. Mr. Hales during these telephone calls would, for example, explain in detail to me 
what monies and assets of the Defendants that he had discovered and/or acquired, including 
without limitation, the number and amounts in the various bank accounts, real property, vehicles, 
and in the case of Bosh and Benson, their tithing records (how much in tithes they had paid to 
their church on the monies that they had taken from the aforementioned ponzi scheme). So 
familial was the relationship that Mr. Hales even called me the day that he was driving to St. 
George, Utah to tell me how and when he was going to serve Bosh and Benson. Again, all of 
our conversations were cooperative and reciprocal in their benefits. 
9. In the summer months of 2009, Mr. Hales and the Utah County Attorney began 
sending out questionnaires to our Clients asking our Clients to cooperate and provide 
information to the UCA regarding their involvement with the Defendants. A number of our 
Clients asked us whether they should respond to such questionnaires. Because of our ongoing 
cooperation with the State, and the perception that together with the UCA, we could make more 
headway against the Defendants, we recommended that they go ahead and fill out the 
questionnaires. 
10. On December 9, 2009, Mr. Hales sent me an email asking me to "call ASAP.11 I 
happened to be in California at the time meeting with Robinson, the President of Money & More, 
Inc. ("M&M"). When we finished the meeting, I called Mr. Hales to see what was so urgent. 
Since my partner Nathan Dorius was with me, I put the telephone call on speaker, so we could 
both listen in to what Mr. Hales had to say. Mr. Hales wanted to let us know that he had just 
discovered an asset of Robinson in California, a condominium in the city of Upland, which was 
previously unknown. He wondered aloud whether we could get the condominium for our Clients 
since it was located in California, and not in his jurisdiction. I expressed appreciation that he 
would share that information with us since we were not aware of that asset. Because we were 
already in California, Mr. Dorius and I figured we should go ahead and visit the San Bernardino 
County Recorder's office. However, after a search of the records at that office, we were unable 
to verify that Robinson indeed owned any real property in that county. Consequently, I went 
ahead and contacted Mr. Hales on December 10, 2009, via email and asked him to give us more 
information. Mr. Hales responded to my email on December 11, 2009 to provide me the 
information that I asked for regarding Robinson's condominium. See Ex. 1, email dated 
12/11/2009 from Richard Hales to Derek Anderson providing the address and the name of the 
owner of the condominium. 
11. On December 17, 2009, my office deposed Benson and on December 18, 2009, 
my office deposed Bosh. After the deposition of Bosh, Bosh and Benson expressed a desire to 
settle all claims of himself and Benson in exchange for a transfer of all of their assets. In 
th 
subsequent conversations and emails (see below), we explained that we would have to get the 4 
District's approval prior to any transfer of assets. See Ex. 1, (i) email dated 01/13/2010 from 
Derek E. Anderson to Bosh, explaining that we would have to "approach the court for approval," 
(ii) email dated 1/14/2010 from Derek E. Anderson to Bosh, again, explaining that hi order for 
our private settlement to be legal and effective, we would have to "approach the Court," (iii) 
email dated 1/15/2010 from Derek E. Anderson to Bosh explaining that "if the Court rejects our 
motion, then we would immediately release the assets [back] to you [out of escrow]. As far as 
time, I am hoping within the month we can be heard by the court(s), but I have no control over 
their schedule," (iv) email dated 1/20/2010 from Derek E. Anderson to Bosh explaining that once 
we are in agreement on our settlement terms "we [can] get on with the Court" (v) email dated 
January 21, 2010 from Derek E. Anderson to Bosh explaining in essence that everything would 
be on hold "pending the court's decision" (vi) email dated January 22, 2010 from Derek E. 
Anderson to Bosh explaining in essence that we would hold the assets in escrow and store their 
cars and pay the insurance "until we hear the court's decision on whether to lift the freeze" (vii) 
email dated February 5, 2010 from Derek E. Anderson to Bosh explaining that "we can't take 
ownership [of the settlement assets] until the judge approves it." 
12. In early January Bosh and Benson pushed this concept of settlement. I began 
calling Mr. Hales shortly after to begin to get the position of the UCA regarding such a proposal. 
13. During the coming weeks my discussions progressed with Bosh and Benson, and 
I would often remind Mr. Hales that we should discuss the offer from Bosh and Benson and 
whether it made sense for the UCA to be involved since, at that time, it seemed to us a "win-win,f 
situation i.e. the victims of the M&M ponzi scheme could receive back assets from the "bad 
guys'1 before they were gone and/or destroyed and they could continue to prosecute their claims 
at the same time see e.g. email dated 01/19/2010 from Derek E. Anderson to Mr. Hales 
reminding him that we would like the attorneys at the UCA to give us their opinion on the offer 
from Bosh and Benson ("Hey, just a reminder to speak with your attorneys about Larry and 
Shawn's offer to give us everything now. I don't see how this affects you guys, but, again, 
wanted your feedback first. Of course, we'll have to get court approval first.") 
14. On Friday, January 22,2010,1 called Mr. Hales to get his thoughts on storing the 
vehicles of Bosh and Benson pending court approval. During the telephone conversation Mr. 
Hales stated that "the prosecutors don't have a problem with you storing the cars to hold them in 
escrow." To follow up on this conversation, I emailed Mr. Hales, which reads: 
Thanks for taking my late night call to discuss Larry and Shawn's offer to hand 
over all of their assets now. On the cars, I agree with you that it couldn't hurt to 
go ahead and take those cars and store them now, rather than letting thein 
continue to depreciate them, ESPECIALLY since they are so willing to hand over 
the cars now. I also understand your concern about the liability of storing and 
insuring those vehicles and so we'll go ahead and take care of that. Let's touch 
base with your people next week and figure out what makes sense in light of the 
Order and whether it makes sense to approach the court with a request to lift the 
freeze and liquidate the assets so we can begin to get the victims something back 
sooner rather than later. Thanks. 
15. Based on my telephone call with Mr. Hales, we made arrangements to have four 
(4) vehicles held in escrow pending court review of our motions for relief. 
16. On Monday January 25, 2010, I emailed Mr. Hales a draft version of the 
settlement agreement between our Clients and Bosh and Benson, stating in the same email "we 
are being very mindful of the court order. Give me a call to discuss." 
17. On Tuesday January 26, 2010, I emailed Mr. Hales again asking "Can we talk 
sometime tomorrow about this case?" Mr. Hales responded that we should talk the next day. 
18. On Wednesday January 27, 2010, per Mr. Hale's instructions, I called his office 
after lunchtime, but, he was unavailable. I sent him an email to let him know I tried to call him, 
and, I also gave him some information about Benson (still in the spirit of what I thought was 
reciprocal cooperation). We finally received a follow-up call from Jeffrey Buhman, the Utah 
County Attorney who explained to us that it was his position that the UCA could not join us in 
any motion or court pleading that would lift the Court's freeze on the assets of the Defendants. 
We were a bit stunned at their decision since the UCA had been the one in the first place to seek 
the freeze of assets allegedly to prevent the waste of the assets in the hopes of convicting the 
Defendants and giving back the "victims" some of the Defendant's assets (our Clients). In this 
case, this goal could be accomplished immediately. 
19. Notwithstanding the UCA's decision not to support us in our decision to approach 
the court and ask for a lift of the freeze, our Clients voted to proceed with attempting to get court 
approval on the lifting of the freeze. 
DATED: June 2^2010 
Derek E. Anderson 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me thiQ?§ day of June^g 2010. 
LISA BLAKE 
rfSj$ Notary Public State of Utah 
$f9jj Comm. Exp.: Oct. 14, 2012 
Comm, Numfetr: 576332 
Jotary Public 
Wednesday, June 2, 2010 8:44 AM 
Subject: Re: Larry Bosh (Management Agreement) 
Date: Wednesday, February 25,2009 9:09 PM 
From: Richard Hales <richh.ucadm@state.utus> 
To: Derek Anderson <IMCEAEX^O=OEXCH017_OU=EXCHANGE+20ADMINISTRATIVE4-20GROUP+20+28FYDIBOHF23SPDLT 
+2^CN=RECIPIENTS
-
CN^Derek+5Fstucki@PADRM.com> 
Derek, I would like to talk with you* Is there a time tomorrow that would 
work* Please let me know. 
Richard 
—,—Original Message— 
From: Derek Anderson <derek@ssparlaw.com> 
To: Hales, Richard <RichH•UCADM@state.ut.us> 
CC: Pia, Joseph <joe.pia@ssparlaw.com> 
Creation Date: 2/25 7:04 pm 
Subject: FW: Larry Bosh (Management Agreement) 
Mr. Hales, I am Joe's partner. Give me a call to discuss these issues 
over the telephone. Thanks* 
Derek 
From: Joseph Pia 
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2009 6:54 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Subject: FW: Larry Bosh (Management Agreement) 
Can you please respond to this if you have some questions, let's talk. 
Forwarded Message 
From: Richard Hales <richh.ucadm@state.ut.us<UrlBlockedError.aspx» 
Date: Wed, 25 Feb 2009 14:59:21 -0800 
To: Joseph Pia < joe.piaQs spar law. com<UrlBlockedError.aspx>> 
Subject: Larry Bosh (Management Agreement) 
Mr. Pia, 
Good afternoon, hope things are well. I thank you for your cooperation in 
this matter. 
In reading over Paul Singh's statement I have some questions. There was 
an alleged Management Agreement between Gale Robinson and Larry Bosh/ 
Evolution Development. Mr. Singh states that he was never able to obtain 
that agreement. Have you been able to get a copy of the that agreement? 
Does it truly exist? If so may I get a copy of the agreement. 
Another question that has come up: How did Larry Bosh and Gale Robinson 
get together in this deal? Do you have any information of how these two 
individuals met or their relationship? 
FYI: I have heard within the last 24 hours that Larry Bosh has put his 
home up for sale and moving vans were there last night around 8 pm. 
I am sure there will be more questions. Again, I appreciate your help in 
this matter and hope to continue to work together. 
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this matter. 
In reading over Paul Singh's statement I have some questions. There was 
an alleged Management Agreement between Gale Robinson and Larry Bosh/ 
Evolution Development, Mr, Singh states that he was never able to obtain 
that agreement. Have you been able to get a copy of the that agreement? 
Does it truly exist? If so may I get a copy of the agreement. 
Another question that has come up: How did Larry Bosh and Gale Robinson 
get together in this deal? Do you have any information of how these two 
individuals met or their relationship? 
FYI: I have heard within the last 24 hours that Larry Bosh has put his 
home up for sale and moving vans were there last night around 8 pm, 
I am sure there will be more questions. Again, I appreciate your help in 
this matter and hope to continue to work together. 
Sergeant Richard C. Hales 
Utah County Attorney 
Bureau of Investigation 
100 East Center Suite 3300 
Provo, UT 84606 
801-851-8025 
End of Forwarded Message 
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Wednesday, June 2, 2010 8:45 AM 
Subject: RE: Larry Bosh (Management Agreement) 
Date: Monday, April 20,200911:00 AM 
From: Richard Hales <richh.ucadm@state.ut.us> 
To: Derek Anderson <IMCEAEX^O=OEXCH017_OU=EXCHANGE+20ADMINISTRATlVE+20GROUP-f20+28FYDIBOHF23SPDLT 
-f29_CN=RECIPIENTS^CN=Derek+5Fstucki@PADRMxom> 
Derek, can we sent a time for .a call tomorrow, like 9 am, let me know* 
thanks, Richard 
Sergeant Richard C. Hales 
Utah County Attorney 
Bureau of Investigation 
100 East Center Suite 3300 
Provo, UT 84606 
801-851-8025 
> » Derek Anderson <derek@ssparlaw.com> 4/20/2009 10:19 AM > » 
Richard, what is the best number to call you? Thanks. 
Derek 
Original Message 
From: Richard Hales [mailto:richh.ucadm@state.ut.us] 
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 4:44 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Subject: Re: Larry Bosh (Management Agreement) 
I will call you monday 
Original Message 
From: Derek Anderson <derek@ssparlaw.com> 
To: Hales, Richard <RichH.UCADM@state.ut.us> 
Creation Date: 4/17 4:36 pm 
Subject: RE: Larry Bosh (Management Agreement) 
Ok. I just wanted an update. 
Original Message 
From: Richard Hales [mailto:richh.ucadm@state.ut.us] 
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 4:36 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Subject: Re: Larry Bosh (Management Agreement) 
Sure, I will be the office on monday. I have meeting between 9 and 10 
Original Message 
From: Derek Anderson <derek@ssparlaw.com> 
To: Hales, Richard <RichH.UCADM@state.ut.us> 
Creation Date: 4/17 4:33 pm 
Subject: RE: Larry Bosh (Management Agreement) 
Can we speak about this case again? 
Page 1 of 3 
To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS in Circular 
230, we inform you that, unless we expressly state otherwise in this 
communication, any tax advice contained in this communication is not 
intended to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding 
penalties under the Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) promoting, marketing, 
or recommending to another party any transaction or other matter 
addressed herein* 
From: Michael Glauser [mailto:utahmountain@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2009 1:39 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Subject: Fwd: Money & More 
Any advice on this? Should I fill out the questionnaire and send it 
back? 
Mike Glauser 
Utah Mountain LLC 
Forwarded message 
From: Richard Hales <richh*ucadm@state*ut.us> 
Date: Tue, Jun 30, 2009 at 11:42 AM 
Subject: Money & More 
To: utahmountainQgmail.com 
Please review the attached letter and questionnaire, 
Thank You, 
Sergeant Richard C. Hales 
Utah County Attorney 
Bureau of Investigation 
100 East Center Suite 3300 
Provo, UT 84606 
801-851-8025 
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Wednesday, June 2, 2010 8:45 AM 
Subject: Gale Robinson 
Date: Wednesday, December 9,2009 3:14 PM 
From: Richard Hales <richh.ucadm@state.ut.us> 
To: Derek Anderson <IMCEAEX-„O=FIRST+20ORGANlZATION„OU=FIRST+20ADMiNiSTRATtVE 
+20GROUP_CN=RECIPIENTS„CN=DEREK@PADRM.com> 
Derek, 
Please give me a call ASAP. 
Thanks, 
Sergeant Richard C. Hales 
Utah County Attorney 
Bureau of Investigation 
100 East Center Suite 3300 
Provof UT 84606 
801-851-8025 
Page 1 of 1 
Derek Anderson 
From: Derek Anderson 
Sent: Thursday, December 10,2009 8:03 PM 
To: Richard Hales 
Subject: Re; Gate Robinson 
We went to the county recorder ourselves in San bernardlno and did not 
f ind anything* Well need her dads name 
Derek Anderson 
On Dec 9, 2009, at 2:10 PM, "Richard Hales" <richh,ucadmfi)state.ut.us> 
wrote: 
> Derek, 
> 
> Please give me a call ASAP. 
> 
> Thanks, 
> 
> 
> 
> Sergeant Richard C. Hales 
> Utah County Attorney 
> Bureau of Investigation 
> 100 East Center Suite 3300 
> Provo, UT 84606 
> 801-851-8025 
> 
> 
1 
Derek Anderson 
From: Richard Hales [richh.ucadm@stataut.us] 
Sent: Friday, December 11,2009 8:57 AM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Subject: Re: Gale Robinson 
Derek, here is the information you needed. The address is a possible address. 
He i s deceased. 
Richard 
Original Message 
From: "Derek Anderson" <derek@ssparlaw.com> 
To: Hales, Richard <RichH,UCADM@state.ut,us> Creation Date: 12/16 8:02 pm 
Subject: Re: Gale Robinson 
We went to the county recorder ourselves in San bernardino and did not 
find anything. Well need her dads name 
Derek Anderson 
On Dec 9j 2089, at 2:10 PM, "Richard Hales" <richh.ucadittflstate.ut,us> 
wrote: 
> Derek, 
> 
> Please give me a call ASAP, 
> 
> Thanks, 
> 
> 
> 
> Sergeant Richard C. Hales 
> Utah County Attorney 
> Bureau of Investigation 
> 100 East Center Suite 3300 
> Provo, UT 84606 
> 801-851-8025 
> 
> 
1 
Derek Anderson 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Derek Anderson 
Wednesday, January 13, 201011:29 AM 
'larry.evolutiondevelopments@yahoo.com' 
Shawn Benson 
RE: Entities for assignment 
Let me know on yesterday's changes* 
Also, In order to get the Deeds done (these are exhibits to the SA), we'll need the legal description, tax id and/or address 
for Shawn's lot and your parents home (I know we have the address for your parents home). If we are going to do this, 
let's get it done by week's end so we can immediately approach the court for approval. Thanks. 
Derek 
STUCKI. STEELE. PI A. ANDERSON. RENCHER 
Derek E. Anderson, J.D., LL.M, 
299 S. Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office -(801) 9614300 
Direct-(801) 961-1304 
Mobile (801) 864-1757 
Fax-(801)9614311 
email - derek@,ssparlaw.com 
* i i * * 
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IMPORTANT: Emails to clients of this firm presumptively and normally contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. 
Emails lo non-clients are normally confidential and may be privileged. The use, distribution, transmittal, or re-transmillal by an unintended recipient of any 
communication is prohibited without our express approval in writing or by email. If you are not the intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all 
copies. 
You should recognize that unless otherwise slated in this email, this email ts akin to an ordinary telephone or face-to-face conversation and does not reflect the 
level of factual or legal Inquiry or analysis that would constitute a formal opinion or definitive statement. 
To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS in Circular 230, we inform you that, unless we expressly state otherwise In this communication, any 
tax advice contained In this communication Is not intended to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue 
Code, or (ii) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or other matter addressed herein. 
From; Larry [mailto:larry.evoIutiondevetopments@yahoo.com] 
Sent! Tuesday, January 12, 2010 2:43 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Cc: Shawn Benson 
Subject; RE: Entitles for assignment 
yes 
l 
Derek Anderson 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Attachments: 
Derek Anderson 
Thursday, January 14,2010 6:38 PM 
'larry.evolutiondevelopments^gyahoo.com'; Shawn Benson 
Nathan Dorius; Joseph Pia 
Microsoft Word - SA 1.14.10.v.2docx.pdf; Microsoft Word - General Assignment of 
Interest.pdf; Microsoft Word - Note.pdf; Microsoft Word - Warranty DeecLBoshpdf; Microsoft 
Word - Warranty Deed-Benson Family Trust.pdf 
Here are the final documents. Let's get these signed and fedexed by next Monday/Tuesday so we can approach the 
court Then let's try for cars by Wednesday. Thanks 
Derek 
STUCK! STEELE. PIA. ANDERSON. RENCHER 
Derek E. Anderson, ID. , LLJMf. 
299 S. Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office-(801) 961-1300 
Direct-(801) 961-1304 
Mobile (801) 864-1757 
Fax-(801)961-1311 
email - derek@ssparlaw.com 
Hi- I "*,.;£ %,# f\\ { \J I W \J f V»? 7)1 ! ancferson I rencher 
IMPORTANT: Emails to clients of this firm presumptively and normally contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. 
Emails to non-ciients are normally confidential and may be privileged. The use, distribution, transmittal, or re-transmitfal by an unintended recipient of any 
communication is prohibited without our express approval In writing or by email. If you are not the intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all 
copies. 
You should recognize that unless otherwise stated In this email, this email is akin to an ordinary telephone or face-to-face conversation and does not reflect the 
level of factual or (egal inquiry or analysis that would constitute a formal opinion or definitive statement. 
To ensure compliance with requirements Imposed by the IRS In Circular 230, we Inform you that, unless we expressly state otherwise In this communication, any 
tax advice contained In this communication Is not intended to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (I) avoiding penalties und ar the Internal Revenue 
Code, or (ii) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or other matter addressed herein. 
1 
Derek Anderson 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Derek Anderson 
Friday, January 15,2010 3:04 PM 
'Iarry.evoiutiondevelopments@yahoo.com' 
Shawn Benson 
RE: Date needed for release 
I see what you are saying. Section 1 sort of does that already, but, IF the court rejects our motion, then we would 
immediately release the assets to you. As far as time, I am hoping within the month we can be heard by the court{s), 
but, I have no control over their schedule. I can add a sentence to the Agreement, or, I can just tell you in this email that 
we will release the assets upon a clear denial of the courts. Let me know on that. 
As far as the cars, we have 3 office runners that could pick all the cars up- They might have to do it this weekend 
however since they work here during the week. 
Derek 
From: Larry [mailto:larry-evolutlondevelopments@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 15, 2010 2:50 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Cc: Shawn Benson 
Subject: Re: Date needed for release 
Derek, 
A couple of things. 
As we were looking over the final draft, it occurred to us that there isnrt a date that a decision from the court on 
the release of the freeze on the assets needs to made. So we could be sitting for an indeterminate amount of time 
only to find out that the court rejects that stipulation months down the road, hi the meantime we are without the 
use of vehicles that we could have been using. And there needs to be some language stating that not only does 
the execution of transfer of assets happen only upon obtaining proper authorization from the courts, but that if 
the court makes a decision not to release the order, and does not lift the freeze, that control of assets will 
immediately revert back to us. In other words, if the court makes a ruling not to have the freeze lifted, we want 
to make sure we can get back possession of cars, titles, etc., and that there isn't an open ended amount of time 
that this agreement sits in limbo. So we need to address that in the agreement. 
Also, logistically, getting 4 separate cars up to Salt Lake to drop off, all needing drivers, and an additional car or 
cars and drivers to pick everyone up, along with gas for all the vehicles, we were wondering if there is a 
possibility to have the cars picked up by whomever will be storing them, or if there were other locations we 
could drop them off. 
Thanks, 
l 
r- « . Derek Anderson
 0 M mi- i9AM 
From: Tuesday, January 19,201011.1* w» 
Sent: 'Richard Hates* 
Subject:
 a I don't see 
how this affects you guys, but, again, wanted g 
STUCKI. STEELE. PIA- ANDERSON. RENCHER 
Derek E. Anderson, J.D., LL.M, 
299 S. Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office-(801) 961-1300 
Direct-(801) 9614304 
Mobile (801) 8644757 
Fax-(801) 9614311 
email - d^ek^ssEajdaw.corji 
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Derek Anderson 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 
Derek Anderson 
Thursday, January 21,2010 11:26 AM 
,larry.evolutiondeve^opments@yahoo.com,; Shawn Benson 
FW: 
Microsoft Word - General Assignment of lnterest2doc.pdf 
We received the documents and will hold these in escrow pending the court(s) decision. 
The only missed signature was the Heidi Benson Trust Signature on this General Assignment (attached). Shawn can have 
the signature block signed and then just email or fax that single page back and then drop it in the mail. Or, he can just 
hand it to the runners when they pick up the cars. 
Larry, tell me a time on Friday that works for you to pick up the cars so I can arrange for the runners to come. Also, tell 
me a time that works for Shawn. The runners will be taking a shuttle to Saint George. We will be storing these pending 
the court's decision. Also, our runners are insured drivers. 
Derek 
STUCKI. STEELE. PIA. ANDERSON, RENCHER 
Derek E. Anderson, J.D., LL.M. 
299 S. Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office -(801) 961-1300 
Direct-(801) 961-1304 
Mobile (801) 864-1757 
Fax-(801) 961-1311 
email - derek@ssparlaw.com 
1 tfSd i<;i t f*A!£*! rVif^ V k^f I M W i o v i f ! i ^ J * s^ * I ^ » 
IMPORTANT: Emails to clients of this firm presumptively and normaUy contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the Intended recipient. 
Emails to non-clients are normally confidential and may be privileged. The use, distribution, transmittal, or re-transmiital by an unintended recipient of any 
communication is prohibited without our express approval In writing or by email. If you are not the Intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all 
copies. 
You should recognize that unless otherwise stated In this email, this email is akin to an ordinary telephone or face-to-face conversation and does not reflect the 
level of factual or legal inquiry or analysis that would constitute a formal opinion or definitive statement 
To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS in Circular 230, we Inform you that, unless we expressly state otherwise In this communication, any 
tax advice contained in this communication is not Intended to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (I) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue 
Code, or (ii) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or other matter addressed herein. 
From: Derek Anderson 
Sent: Sunday, January 17,2010 2:12 PM 
TosllanY,evolutiondeveiopments@yahoo.com, 
Derek Anderson 
From: Derek Anderson 
Sent: Friday, January 22,2010 4:30 PM 
To: 'larry.evofutiondevelopments@yahoo.com' 
Cc: Shawn Benson 
Subject: RE: Changes to Escrow Agreement 
Larry: 
We are going to try to insure these vehicles, although, if you have insurance, we'd rather just pay your insurance 
premiums instead until we hear the court's decision on whether to lift the freeze. What do you think? 
STUCKI. STEELE. PIA. ANDERSON. RENCHER 
Derek E. Anderson, J.D., LL.M. 
299 S. Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office-(801) 961-1300 
Direct-(801) 961-1304 
Mobile (801) 864-1757 
Fax-(801) 961-1311 
email - derek@ssparlaw.com 
stuck! I sfeete fpia I anderson 1 rancher 
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IMPORTANT: Emails to clients of this firm presumptively and nonnally contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. 
Emails to non-clients are normally confidential and may be privileged. The use, distribution, transmittal, or re-lransmitlal by an unintended recipient of any 
communication Is prohibited without our express approval In writing or by email, if you are not the Intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all 
You should recognize that unless otherwise stated In this email, this email Is akin to an ordinary telephone or face-to-face conversation and does not reflect the 
level of factual or legal inquiry or analysis that would constitute a formal opinion or definitive statement. 
To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS in Circular 230, v/e Infonn you that, unless v/e expressly state otherwise In this communication, any 
tax advice contained In this communication Is not Intended to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue 
Code, or (ii) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or other matter addressed herein. 
From: Larry [mailto:[arry.evolutfondevelopments@yahoo.com3 
Sent: Friday, January 22, 2010 4:10 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Cc: Shawn Benson 
Subject: Fw: Changes to Escrow Agreement 
Derek, 
There are a few changes we added in red. 
i 
From: 
Sent: Friday, January 22,201010:06 PM 
To: richh.ucadm@state.ut.us 
Derek Anderson 
Friday, Janua ' 
richh.ucadm^ 
Subject: Cars/Storage 
Richard: KJ.UI€IIU« . j . 
Thanks for taking my late night call to * J ~ • £ * and Shawn;, ^ t ^ Z ^ take 
their assets now. On the cars, ^=8ree ^ th you tn« xx depreciate them, 
those cars and store them ^ . ^ ^ ^ ^ c ^ Z . I also understand your 
ESPECIALLY since they are so « u " ^ J f ! ^ ! ^ ! those vehicles and so we'll go ahead and 
concern about the liability o f u s f ring""d^"SpU^oole nextweek and figure out what makes 
take care of that. Let's touch ^ ^ t ^ t e f S S e S approach the court with a request 
sense in light of the Order and whether it mates sense t p ^ ^ ^ ^
 something back 
to lift the freeze and liquxdate the assets so we i.«i e 
sooner rather than later. Thanks. 
Derek 
1 
Lisa Blake 
From: Derek Anderson 
Sent: Monday, January 25,2010 9:06 AM 
To: Richard Hales 
Subject: SA1 11 18.docx 
Attachments: SA1 11 18.docx 
Hey, here is a draft of what our agreement would look like. Notice in Section 1 that we are being very mindful of the 
court order. Give me a call to discuss. 
Derek 
1 
Derek Anderson 
From: Derek Anderson 
Sent: Tuesday, January 26,2010 4:32 PM 
To; 'Richard Hales1 
Subject: Meeting 
Can we talk sometime tomorrow about this case? Thanks, 
Derek 
STUCKI. STEELE. PIA. ANDERSON. RENCHER 
Derek R Anderson, J.D., LL.M. 
299 S. Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office-(801) 9614300 
Direct -(801) 961-1304 
Mobile (801) 864-1757 
Fax-(801) 961-1311 
email - derek@ssparlaw.com 
reneher 
IMPORTANT: Emails to clients of this firm presumptively and normally conlatn confidential and privileged materia! for the sole use of the Intended recipient. 
Emails to non-clients are normally confidential and may faa privileged. The use, distribution, transmittal, or re-transmittal by an unintended recipient of any 
communication Is prohibited without our express approval in writing or by email, if you are not the Intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all 
copies. 
You should recognize that unless otherwise stated In this email, this email Is akin to an ordinary telephone or face-to-face conversation and does not reflect the 
level of factual or legal Inquiry or analysis that would constitute a formal opinion or definitive statement. 
To ensure compliance with requirements Imposed by the IRS In Circular 230, we Inform you that, unless we expressly state otherwise in this communication, any 
tax advice contained in this communication Is not Intended to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (0 avoiding penalties under the internal Revenue 
Code, or (II) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any transaction or other matter addressed herein. 
stud sreesa pia anaorson 
1 
Derek Anderson 
From: Derek Anderson 
Sent: Tuesday, January 26,2010 4:37 PM 
To: 'Richard Hales' 
Subject: RE: Meeting 
No problem. 
Should we have the prosecutors on the line at the same time with us, or not? Thanks, 
Derek 
STUCKI. STEELE. PIA. ANDERSON. RENCHER 
Derek E. Anderson, J.D., LL.M. 
299 S. Main Street, Suite 2260 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office - (801) 961-1300 
Direct - (801) 961-1304 
Mobile (801) 864-1757 
Fax - (801) 961-1311 
email - derek@ssDarlaw.com 
IMPORTANT: Emails to clients of this firm presumptively and normally contain confidential 
and privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Emails to non-clients are 
normally confidential and may be privileged. The use, distribution, transmittal, or re-
transmittal by an unintended recipient of any communication is prohibited without our express 
approval in writing or by email. If you are not the intended recipient please contact the 
sender and delete all copies. 
You should recognize that unless otherwise stated in this email, this email is akin to an 
ordinary telephone or face-to-face conversation and does not reflect the level of factual or 
legal inquiry or analysis that would constitute a formal opinion or definitive statement. 
To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS in Circular 230, we inform you 
that, unless we expressly state otherwise in this communication, any tax advice contained in 
this communication is not intended to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) 
avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) promoting, marketing, or 
recommending to another party any transaction or other matter addressed herein. 
Original Message 
From: Richard Hales [mailto:richh.ucadm@state.ut.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2010 4:38 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Subject: Re: Meeting 
Yea, it will have to be after lunch sometime. I am busy until then. 
Original Message 
1 
52? 5S5K2TSU».«iflM«p« 
?!. 'Richard Hales' 
Object: RE: Gale Robinson 
Hey, just tried to call you. What time works for you today? 
Also, just so you know, Shawn sold the Cadillac Enclave. 
STUCKI. STEELE. PIA. ANDERSON. RENCHER 
Derek E. Anderson, 3.D., LL.M. 
299 S. Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office - (801) 961-1300 
Direct - (861) 961-1394 
Mobile (801) 864-1757 
Fax - (801) 961-1311 
email - dara^c<;Par<law-com 
„ T : ^ U to clients of this fir.pres^lvely « * « " ^ c S T a r e 
°™Stal by an unintended recipien: of any o- ni ation^ is^ r ^
 contact the 
approval in writing or by email. M you are not 
sender and delete all copies. « „ * - „ „ 
you should recognize that unless otherwise stated * * " £ % £ £ £ % £ of factual or 
S S ^ - S ^ S ^ 2 3 5 2 " S T - definitive state-ent. 
iegai mqu y
 cipcular 230, we inform you 
To ensure compliance with r ^ « ^ J J ^ 1 l £ - c f t i o n any tax advice contained in 
that, unless we expressly f f Vrf *n £P used and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) 
this communication is not intended to be used, and cann
 L marketing, or 
avoiding penalties under th<.Internal Revenue Code or ( i ^ P ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
recommending to another party any transaction 
Original Message 
From: Richard Hales [mailto:richh.ucadm@state.ut.us] 
Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2009 8:06 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Subject: Re: Gale Robinson 
Ok I will see if I can find it 
Original Message 
From: "Derek Anderson" <derek@ssparlaw.com> 
Derek Anderson 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Derek Anderson 
Friday, February 05,20104137 PM 
,larry.evoiutiondevelopments@yahoo.coml 
Shawn Benson 
RE: Letter form Utah County Attorney 
Call me and I will discuss. 
Quickly, I've told those guys for about 1 month what was going on, so, they are not surprised about our negotiations or 
the fact that we are storing your cars, pending approval of the state court. We've represented to them that we would 
do nothing to violate the order, as expressly stated in our agreement and 1 don't believe we have in any w<;iy. We can't 
take ownership until the judge approves it. 
As far as the criminal representations go, I don't believe I have ever made those representations whatsoever i.e. you will 
be forgiven for the future transfers. To the contrary, I've always said that there are no guarantees about anything and 
that we absolutely don't have power and authority to release any criminal claims. 
I did send the Utah County Attorney a previous draft of our settlement agreement to review, and one sentence in that 
previous draft errantly contained the phrase "release of civil and criminal" claims (instead of just "civil"). We of course 
pulled that word "criminal" out of the final draft, as we discussed, since we can't release you of criminal claims 
ourselves, having no authority that way. That is possibly why she said that in the letter i.e. representations that criminal 
claims would be released. 
Call me. 
STUCKI. STEELE. PIA, ANDERSON. RENCHER 
Derek E. Anderson, J.D., LL,M. 
299 S. Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office-(801)961-1300 
Direct-(801) 961-1304 
Mobile (801) 864-1757 
Fax-(801) 961-1311 
email - derek@ssparlaw.com 
stuck! t Steele Dra frson rencner 
IMPORTANT: Emails to clients of this firm presumptively and normally contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the Intended recipient 
Emails to non-clients are normally confidential and may be privileged The use, dlstnbutlon, transmittal, or re-lransmttlal by an unintended recipient of any 
communication is prohibited without our express approval la writing or by email, if you are not the intended recipient please contact the s* nder and delete ail 
copies. 
You should recognize that unless otherwise stated In this email, this email is akfn to an ordinary telephone or face-to-face conversation and does not reflect the 
level of factual or legal inquiry or analysis that would constitute a formal opinion or definitive statement 
1 
Derek Anderson 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Derek Anderson 
Friday, Februaiy 05,2010 3:38 PM 
llar^y.evolutiondevelopments@yahoo.com, 
Shawn Benson 
RE: Filing 
We had to get approval of our clients before we filed it, which has taken longer than I thought, However, it Is done now 
and we will be filing within the hour. We will then hopefully get approval of our stipulation by the Federal Court by end 
of next week. After approval, we will then immediately take that approval down to the state court and ask them to 
approve our settlement agreement. Let's touch base mid-next week and talk. 
STUCKL STEELE. PIA. ANDERSON, RBNCHER 
Derek B. Anderson, J.D., LL.M. 
299 3. Main Street, Suite 2200 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Office-(801) 961-1300 
Direct-(801) 961-1304 
Mobile (801) 864-1757 
Fax-(801) 961-1311 
email - derek@ssparlaw.com 
sfucki Steele pia )Q 
IMPORTANT: Emails lo clients of this firm presumptively and normally contain confidential and privileged material for the sola use of the Intended recipient 
Emails to non-clients are normally confidential and may be privileged. Tha use, distnbutlon, transmittal, or re-transmittaf by an unintended recipient of any 
communication fe prohibited without our express approval In writing or by email. If you are not the Intended recipient please contact the sender and delete all 
copies. 
You should recognize that unless otherwise stated In this email, this email is akin lo an ordinary telephone or face-to-face conversation ^ nd does not reflect the 
level of factual or legal inquiry or analysis that would constitute a formal opinion or definitive statement. 
To ensure compliance with requirements Imposed by the IRS In Circular 230, v/e Inform you that, unless we expressly stale otherwise In this communication, any 
fax advice contained In this communication Is not Intended lo be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (1) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue 
Code, or (ii) promoting, marketing, or recommending lo another party any transaction or other matter addressed herein. 
From: Larry [mailto:larry.evolutiondevelopments@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 05, 2010 3:34 PM 
To: Derek Anderson 
Cc: Shawn Benson 
Subject: Re: Filing 
So did you get this filed yet? What are your next steps? 
Larry Bosh 
0 04:21 p 
NON-CIRCUMVENTION, NON-DISCLOSURE, AND CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT 
THIS NON-CIRCUMVENTION, NON-DISCLOSURE, and CONFIDENTIALITY 
AGREEMENT (this "Agreement") is entered into this 22nd day of June, 2010 by and between US 
Credit Agency, Inc ("USCA"), with offices located at 27S9 Delk Road Suite 2550, Marietta, Ga. 
30132 and Money & More Investors, LLC ("M&NH, with its offices located at 215 S State 
Street, Suite 800, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 hereinafter the "Parties" or if singular "Party". 
1. USCA may from time to time learn from M&M, or from its principals/agents, the 
names and telephone numbers and other information concerning investors, borrowers, lenders, 
agents, brokers, banks, lending corporations, individuals and/or trusts, or buyers and sellers 
("Confidential Contacts"), The Parties acknowledge, accept, and agree that the pertinent 
information regarding M&M's Confidential Contacts, including but not limited to their names, 
addresses, telephone numbers, telex and fax numbers, as well as the methods, concepts, ideas, 
product/services, or proposed new products or services of a Party (together, the "Confidential 
Information"), is the exclusive and valuable Confidential Contacts of M&M and will remain so for 
the duration of this Agreement. USCA agrees to keep confidential M&M's Confidential 
Information, and that USCA, company, associates, corporations, joint ventures, partnerships, 
divisions, subsidiaries, employees, agents, heirs, assigns, designees, or consultants will not 
contact, deal with, negotiate, or participate in any transactions with any of M&M's Confidential 
Contacts without the prior written permission or agreement of M&M. 
2. USCA agrees not to disclose, reveal, or make use of any Confidential Information 
of the other Party nor to do business with any of the Confidential Contacts without the written 
consent of the other Party or Parties during the time period specified in paragraph 3. 
3. This Agreement shall be effective for a period of one (1) year from the date set forth 
above; however, the agreement to sell the debt is set forth in the fee agreement attached hereto. 
Notwithstanding such cancellation, the Confidentiality provisions contained herein shall continue 
In effect for the entire initial term of the Agreement. 
4. The Parties shall enter into a separate fee schedule, substantially in the form of 
Schedule "A" attached hereto (each, a Tee Schedule"), describing the compensation to be paid 
by one Party to the other, in connection with each business or financial transaction entered into 
pursuant to this Agreement Each Fee Schedule must be signed by both Parties prior to the 
closing of any transactions to which it purports to apply. 
5. In the event of a breach by USCA of the non-circumvention covenant set forth in 
paragraph 2, USCA agrees and guarantees that it will pay a legal monetary penalty equal to the 
commission or fee the circumvented Party should have realized in such transaction(s) under this 
Agreement 
6. If either Party commences legal proceedings to interpret or enforce the terms of 
this Agreement, the prevailing Party will be entitled to recover court costs and reasonable 
attorney fees. 
7. The construction and interpretation of this Agreement shall at all times and in all 
respects be governed by and construed according to the faws of the State of Utah, Salt Lake 
County. 
8. This Agreement and each Fee Schedule entered into in connection herewith 
constitute the entire understanding between the Parties concerning the subject matter hereof. 
Any waiver, amendment, or modification of this Agreement must be mutually agreed to in writing 
by both Parties and attached hereto. 
9. Upon execution of this Agreement by signature below, the Parties agree that any 
principle(s), officers), director(s) individuals), firm(s), company(s), corporations, joint ventures, 
partnerships, divisions, subsidiaries, employees, agents, heirs, assigns, designees of which the 
jrr231UU4:22p p.2 
assignee is an agent, officer, heir, successor, assignor designee is bound by the terms of this 
Agreement 
10. The Parties may not assign or delegate their rights or obligations under this 
Agreement without first obtaining the written consent of the other. 
11. This Agreement may be executed and delivered in any number of counterparts, all 
of which, when executed and delivered, shall have the force and effect of an original. 
By setting forth my hand below I warrant that I have complete authority to enter into 
this Agreement on behalf of the Party named below, as of the date first entered above. 
Name: 
Title: Vice 
By: 
Name: Derek E Anderson 
Title: Authorized Signer, Power of Attorney 
EXHIBIT A 
FEE SCHEDULE 
This Fee Schedule supplements the Non-Circumvention, Non-Disclosure and Confidentiality 
Agreement dated as of June 22nd, 2010 fay and between US Credit Agency, Inc. and Money & 
More Investors, LLC 
The Parties agree to work together in connection with the following matter: 
KENNETH T, KNIGHT agrees to act as a consultant in the sate of charoed-off receivables on 
behalf of Money & More Investors, LLC for a period of forty-five (45) days 
Fees or Commissions shall be paid to US Credit Agency, Inc. by Money & More Investors, LLC 
either directly or indirectly through any designated contact/intermediary in the settlement of the 
sale directly, upon Buyer funding of each purchase. 
As follows: 
5,0% of the gross sale price of the portfolio sold by US Credit Agency. Inc. which Is eamed and 
is payable only upon the closing of the sale and the leaat transfer of the loans in such portfolio, 
the terms and conditions of which .CQust be agreeable to Money & More investors. LLC prior to 
the vesting of such commrssigrfT^ 
Name: Derek E Anderson 
Title: Authorized Signer, Power of Attorney 
EXHIBIT X 
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Re: S t a t e v. Bosh 
Dear Counsel: 
Appellate Case No. 20100530-SC 
Trial Court No. 090403630 
Enclosed is a copy of the order granting the interlocutory appeal 
entered by the Utah Supreme Court on August 23, 2010, in the above 
referenced case. This order takes the place of a notice of appeal. 
A docketing statement is not required. 
Rule 11(e)(1) of the Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure requires that 
petitioner must submit a transcript request for such parts of the 
proceedings as the petitioner deems necessary. 
Effective July 1, 2009, the transcript request may be ordered on 
line by going to the court''s web site www.utcourts.gov and selecting 
"Of Interest to the Public Community" and "Request a Transcript". 
If you have a question regarding a transcript you may contact: 
Nicole Gray, (801) 238-7975, nicoleg@email.utcourts.gov 
Ashlee MacEwen, (801) 578-3947, ashleem@email.utcourts.gov 
Lisa Collins, (801) 578-3907, lisaac@email.utcourts.gov 
If you have any questions, please contact me at 578-3900. 
Sinceraly, 
M^JA^UM 
Susan Richards 
Judicial Assistant 
cc: FOURTH DISTRICT, PROVO DEPT; NATHAN D0RIUS; DEREK ANDERSON; 
IN THE UTAH SUPREME COURT 
00O00 
, {LEU 
UTAH APPELLATE COURTS 
AUG 2 3 2010 
Sta t e of Utah, 
Plaintiff and Petitioner, 
v. 
Larry 0, Bosh; Jerry A. 
Bosh; David Shawn Benson; 
and Clarence D. Benson, 
Defendants, 
Case No. 20100530-SC 
Money & More Investors, LLC, 
Interveners and Respondents, 
ORDER 
This matter is before the court upon a Petition for 
Permission to Appeal an Interlocutory Order, filed on July 1, 
2010. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED pursuant to Rule 5 of the Utah Rules of 
Appellate Procedure, the Petition for Permission to Appeal an 
Interlocutory Order is granted. 
ff-237(9 
Date 
For The Court: 
""Matthew B. Durrani 
Associate Chief Justice 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 8 ^ day of February, 2011,1 caused to be sent via 
regular mail, first-class postage prepaid, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
ADDENDUM NO. 2 TO APPELLEE'S BRIEF and an electronic copy of the same to 
the following: 
Jeffrey R. Buhman 
Curtis Larson 
Utah County Attorney 
100 East Center Street, Rm. 2100 
Provo, Utah 84606 
Larry O. & Julie Bosh 
Bosh Family Trust 
356 South Main 
Nephi, Utah 84648 
David Shawn & Heidi Benson 
Heidi J. Benson Family Trust 
235 South Puerto Drive 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
David & Brooke Poulsen 
638 South 40 East 
Salem, Utah 84653 
Clarence D. Benson 
45 Padre Canyon Drive 
Ivins, Utah 84738 
